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PROCEEDINGS 

of  the 

FOUBTH  3FS3IGF  OF  THE  T  .'LKTY-THIRD  LLGISL.FIUR~  OF  TEE 
PROVINCE  OF  ONTARIO,  HSLD  IF  THE  LEGISLATIVE  CHAMBER, 
TOI-.OiFO,  ONTARIO,  MONDAY,  S2FTEMB3R  24,  1951,  et  seq. , 

Hon.  (Rev.)  M.  C.  Davies,  Speaker, 

In  the  Chair. 


Toronto,  Ontario. 

Monday,  September  24,  195o. 

3:00  o'clock,  p.  m. 


And  the  House  having  met. 

The  Honourable  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of  the 
Province,  then  entered  the  House,  and,  being  seated  on 
the  Throne,  was  pleased  to  open  the  session  by  the  fol- 
lowing gracious  speech. 

Mr.  Speaker  and  Members  of  the  Legislative  Assembly; 
I  am  happy  to  extend  \o   ea£h  of  you  my  greetings 
on  the  occasion  of  this  special  session  of  the  Twenty- 
third  Legislature  of  Ontario. 
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It  is  with  deep  regret  we  learn  of  the  illness 
of  His  Majesty,  The  King.   In  the  heavy  duties  of  his 
high  office  he  has  given  of  himself  unsparingly.  We  all 
pray  that  he  may  be  completely  restored  to  health  and  be 
long  spared  to  reign  over  his  people  who  hold  him  in 
the  deepest  of  respect  and  affection. 

This  session  of  the  Legislature  has  been  con- 
vened to  consider  legislation  of  far  reaching  effect 
for  our  people  and  its  deliberations  will  be  historic. 

Last  December  representatives  of  the  Government 
of  Canada  and  all  of  the  Provinces  met  in  Ottawa  to 
consider  proposals  for  our  senior  citizens.  An  agreement 
was  arrived  at  providing  for  Old  Age  Pensions  without 
a  means  test  for  all  of  our  citizens  of  seventy  years 
and  over  and  for  Old  A3e  Assistance  with  an  eligibility 
test  for  citizens  in  the  age  group  from  sixty-five  to 
sixty-nine  years.   This  agreement  necessitated  an  amend- 
ment to  the  British  North  America  Act,  the  form  of  which 
was  agreed  upon  by  the  Federal  and  Provincial  Governments 
early  this  year.   On  an  address  from  the  Canadian 
Parliament  the  Parliament  at  Westminster  passed  the 
amendment. 

This  special  session  has  been  called  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  legislation  which  if  approved 
Will  enable  my  Government  to  enter  into  appropriate 
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agreements  with  the  Government  of  Canada  under  which 
the  Province  will  participate  in  making  financial 
assistance  available,  as  contemplated  in  those  agree- 
ments, to  those  of  our  citizens  who  come  within  the  age 
group  of  sixty-five  to  sixty-nine  years. 

It  is  the  desire  of  my  Government  that  the 
citizens  of  our  Province  will  benefit  fully  commencing 
January  1st,  1952,  under  the  Federal-Provincial  agreement. 
You  will  also  be  asked  to  consider  the  extension  of 
certain  health  services  to  Old  Age  Pensioners,  to  those 
receiving  assistance,  and  to  all  needy  blind  persons  who 
are  twenty-one  years  of  age  and  over. 

I  express  the  wish  that  your  deliberation  and 
decisions  in  regard  to  the  matters  which  come  before  you 
will  be  guided  by  Divine  Providence. 

Prayers. 

MR.  SPEAKER:   I  beg  to  inform  the  House,  that 
to  prevent  mistakes,  I  have  obtained  a  copy  of  His  Honour's 
speech,  which  he  read. 

HON.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr.  Speaker, 
at  this  time  according  to  the  custom  of  this  House,  over, 
I  believe,  all  time,  and,  indeed,  according  to  the 
customs  of  legislature  and  parliament  in  the  British 
tradition,  a  Bill  has  been  introduced,  but  to-day  we  have 
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felt,  in  viewbof  the  illness  of  His  Majesty,  that  we 
should  depart  from  that  custom  for  the  first  time,  I 
have  no  doubt,  in  the  history  of  this  Assembly. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  move,  seconded 
by  the  Hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe) 
that  the  members  of  this  Legislative  Assembly  have 
learned  with  feelings  of  profound  sorrow,  of  the 
serious  illness  of  his  Majesty  the  King,  and  are 
desirous  of  giving  expression  to  their  sentiments 
of  affection  and  devotion  to  our  gracious  Sovereign; 
and  the  Hon.  members  of  this  Legislature  do  humbly 
pray  that  it  may  please  the  Almighty  to  restore  His 
Majesty  to  health  and  strength,  and  that  he  may  long 
be  spared  to  give  guidance  to  his  people  and  the 
nation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is,  in  many  ways,  unnecessary 
for  me  to  add  anything  to  this  resolution.  There  is  a 
very  great  cloud  hanging  over  our  Province,  indeed  over 
Canada  to-day. 

His  Maj.esty  represents  not  only  our  British 
tradition  but  our  way  of  life.  He  represents  the 
traditions  upon  which  our  Government  is  founded. 

However,  from  a  more  personal  sense,  we  refer 
perhaps  more  affectionately  to  His  Majesty,  than  in  the 
traditional  way  to  which  I  have  referred. 
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His  Majesty  served  with  many  others  in  this 
Assembly  --  and  many  others  in  Canada  --  in  the  Great 
War  of  1914-1918.   As  a  young  officer,  he  was  present 
at  the  Buttle  of  Jutland,  and  some  of  the  other  engag- 
ments.   In  those  days,  he  gave  unsparingly  of  himself. 

Since  those  days  we  have  formed  a  personal 
connection  and  affection  because  of  the  visit  of  himself 
and  the  Queen  here. 

During  the  troubled  days  of  1939  he  was  our 
King,  and  in  those  days  of  great  peril  and  difficulty, 
we  looked  to  him. 

He  was  our  King  during  the  Great  War,  during 
the  Battle  of  Britian,  during  the  sufferings  of  the 
people  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  world,  in  the 
Great  War  and  he 
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has  been  the  head  of  our  commonwealth  —  and  I  think 
we  still  refer  to  it  as  the  "old  empire"  --  but  he  has 
been  the  head  of  our  commonwealth  of  nations  which 
have  meant  so  much  for  peace  in  those  years,  and  he 
has  led  the  faith  of  the  British  people  for  survivial 
by  his  unselfish  devotion  to  the  democratic  way  of  life 
to  which  we  are  dedicated,  and  now  in  this  time  of 
difficulty  and  illness,  we  all  pray  for  his  recovery. 
It  is  a  great  honour  to  be  associated  with 
the  Hon.  Leader  of  the  Oppostion  (Mr.  Jclliffe)  in  this 
motion  and  indeed  to  be  associated  with  all  the  hon. 
members  of  the  House. 

MR.  E.  B.  JOLLIFFE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  add 
very  much  to  whet  has  been  fittingly  said  by  the  Hon. 
Prime  Minister. 

On  this  occasion,  and  on  this  matter,  the 
House  --  and  I  am  sure  the  people  of  Ontario  —  are 
united,   we  should,  however,  like  to  emphasize  that 
in  expressing  our  thoughts  in  this  way  to-day,  and  in 
placing  this  resolution  before  the  House,  we  are  not 
doing  so  in  any  formal  or  perfunctory  way.  We  take 
this  occasion  as  an  opportunity,  regrettable  though  it 
may  be,  to  pay  tribute  to  the  King  not  only  in  his 
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official  capacity,  but  as  a  man,  for  his  long  record 

of  faithful  devotion  to  duty,  a  duty  which  has  become 

more  and  more  exacting  with  the  years,  and  for  the 

conscientous  way  in  which  he  has  always  performed  that 

duty,       in  a  manner  so  appropriate  to  everything 

that  might  be  expected  of  the  head  of  a  free  and  democratic 

people. 

MR.  FARQUHAR  OLIVER  (Grey  South):   Mr.  Speaker, 
I  would  like  to  join  with  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  supporting  this 
motion  before  the  House.  All  of  us  at  this  time  have 
a  very  deep  feeling  for  His  M-jesty,  and  the  prayers 

and  the  hopes  of  all  of  us  are  blended  that  he  may  be 

to  carry  on 
renewed  in  strength  and  in  health/the  great  duties  and 

the  heavy  responsibilities  which  are  attached  to  that 

office.  We  would,  in  this  corner,  be  associated  with 

all  in  the  House,  in  making  this  an  unanimous  feeling 

on  the  part  of  all  of  us,  that  health  may  again  come 

to  his  Majesty  at  the  present  time. 

MR.  A.  A.  MacCLOUD: (Bellwoods) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
we,  too,  desire  to  be  associated  with  the  sentiments 
so  feelingly  expressed  by  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  and 
by  the  Hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 

I  am  sure  that  all  of  us  were  encouraged  to 
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to  hear  at  the  noon-hour  to-day  that  the  most  recent 
word  from  Buckingham  Palane,  where  the  King  lies  ill, 
offers  some  assurance  for  his  early  recovery,  and  we 
join  with  all  other  hon.  member  in  the  House  in  our 
desire  to  be  associated  with  the  resolution  and  express 
the  hope  that  by  the  time  this  session  ends,  we  may 
have  yet  fuller  assurance  that  His  Majesty  will  recover 
from  his  serious  illness  . 

(Motion  agreed  to;  all  members  standing). 

MR.  SPEAKER:  While  we  are  standing,  may  I 
suggest  we  have  a  moment  of  silent  prayer,  each  one 
praying  in  his  ov/n  way  for  the  recovery  of  His  Majesty, 
the  King. 

ONE  MOMENT'S  SILENT  PRAYER 

MR.  SPEAKER:   Almighty  God,  the  giver  of  life 
and  health,  by  whose  hands  all  men  are  created,  we  Thy 
servants  humbly  implore  Thy  mercy  and  goodness  for 
the  restoration  and  safe-keeping  of  our  Sovereign  Lord 
King  George.  Give  we  pray  Thee  to  those  who  minister 
to  him  skill  and  wisowm,  'understanding  and  knowledge 
that  if  it  be  Thy  gracious  will  he  may  be  granted 
further  service  in  his  day  and  generation  to  the  well- 
being  of  us  his  subjects  and  to  the  added  extension 
of  Thy  wisdom  among  all  men.   Give  him  patience  in 
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his  suffering,  faith  in  his  trial  and  a  happy  issue  out 
of  all  his  affliction  and  this  we  beg  through  Jesus 
Christ  our  Lord,  the  Great  Physician  of  body  and  soul. 
Amen. 

SONG:  MGod  Save  the  King". 

HON .WILLIAM  A.GOODFSLLOW  (Minister  of  Public 
Welfare):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  beg  to  move,  seconded  by  Mr. 
Scott  that  leave  be  given  to  introduce  a  Bill  entitled, 
"An  Act  Respecting  Old-Age  Assistance",  and  that  same 
be  now  read  for  the  first  time. 

Motion  agreed  to;  first  reading  of  the  Bill. 

MR. WILLIAM  H.  TEMPLE  (High  Park)  :   Mr.  Speaker, 
on  this  rather  historic  occasion,  I  am  sure  that  the  hon. 
members  of  this  Assembly  would  be  very  glad  indeed  to 
have  a  very  full  explanation  from  the  Hon.  Minister  (Mr. 
Goodfellow)  on  this  very  important  Bill. 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:  I  will  be  most  happy  to 
follow  the  suggestion  by  the  Hon.  member  for  High  Park 

(Mr.  Temple). 

But,  first,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  I  would  like  to  present  this  second  Bill 
which  is  complementary  to  the  first. 

I  move,  seconded  .by  Mr.  Scott,  that  leave  be 
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given  to  introduce  a  bill  entitled  "An  Act  Respecting 
Allowances  for  Blind  Persons" ,  'and  that  same  be  now 
read  a  first  time. 

Motion  agreed  to;  first  reading  of  the  Bill. 

HON.  MR.  G00DFELL0W:   Mr.  Speaker,  in 
introducing ihis  Legislation,  I  know  that  the  Hon.  Prime 
Minister  has  some  comments  he  wishes  to  make  following 
this  presentation,  respecting  the  negotiations  which 
took  place,  which  led  up  to  the  entering  into  an  agree- 
ment between  the  Federal  Government  and  the  governments 
of  the  ten  provinces,  in  respect  to  this  Legislation, 
and  other  matters  concerning  the  conference  which  took 
place.  • 

In  introducing  this  legislation  which  will 
grant  public  assistance  to  those  persons  from  65  to  69 
years  of  ags  who  are  in  need  in  this  Province,  I  feel 
that  I  should  make  a  somewhat  comprehensive  statement  to 
the  House  tracing  the  development  of  old  age  security  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  also  outlining  the  back- 
ground upon  which  this  legislation  is  based. 

In  my  opinion,  this  is  a  very  forward  step 
in  a  program  which  is  designed,  through  co-operation 
with  the  Federal  Government,  to  bring  a  greater  sense 
of  security  to  a  group  of  our  citizens  who  have  been  or 
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are  unable  to  provide  adquately  for  themselves  through 
their  own  productive  efforts. 

If  I  might  be  permitted  the  indulgence  of 
this  House,  I  would  like  to  review  the  growth  of  public 
welfare,  as  it  applies  to  our  senior  citizens,  over 
the  period  of  twenty-two  years  since  Old-Age  Pensions  - 
as  such  -  were  first  introduced  into  the  Province  of 
Ontario  by  the  Ferguson  administration  in  1929.   At 
that  time  the  municipalities  shared  in  the  cost  to  the 
extent  of  20%  but  later  this  was  assumed  by  the  Federal 
and  Provincial  Governments  on  the  basis  of  75-25$  respec- 
tively and  has  continued  on  that  basis  up  to  the  present 
time. 

In  spite  of  the  restrictive  means  test  which 
has  been  in  effect  under  the  existing  Old-Age  Pensions 
Act,  those  who  have  qualified  for  pension  have  increased 
from  60,831,  as  of  March,  1945,  to  over  95,000  at  the 
present  time.   This  would  indicate  quite  conclusively 
that  due  to  many  factors  such  as  inflation,  higher 
taxation,  and  increased  cost  of  living,  it  is  not 
possible  for  as  large  a  percentage  of  our  citizens  to 
provide  adequately  for  their  declining  years  as  was 
the  case  some  years  ago.  We  have  reached  the  point  in 
this  Province  where  approximately  35%  of  all  persons 
over  70  are  qualifying  for  Old-Age  Pensions  at  the 
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present  time.   In  other  provinces,  where  there  are 
perhaps  fewer  opportunities  for  persons  to  acquire 
sufficient  of  this  world's  goods  to  provide  for  their 
old  age,  a  much  larger  percentage  qualify  for  old  age 
assistance.   In  fact,  in  Canada's  newest  province  — 
Newfoundland  -  86-/$  of  those  over  seventy  are  qualifying 
for  the  present  Old-A^e  Pensions. 

With  the  problems  involved  in  the  administration 
of  a  pension  for  which  such  a  large  percentage  of  our 
citizens  qualify,  one  can  only  reach  the  conclusion  that 
in  order  to  dispense  with  the  embarrassment  whievh  many 
of  our  senior  citizens  who  had  made  a  contribution  to 
our  economy  through  the  years,  the  means  test  as  it 
applied  to  them  should  be  abolished,  and  that  this  country 
owes  all  persons  a  pension  as  a  matter  of  right  at  an 
age  which  the  Federal  Government  feels  our  economy  will 
carry.   I  have  expressed  this. view  on  many  occasions  and, 
further,  in  a  brief  which  I  presented  to  the  Committee, 
which  was  set  up  to  study  old  age  security  and  which 
consisted  of  members  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  I  stated  that  a  universal  pension  should  be 
paid  to  all  citizens  at  a  qualifying  age. 

Under  the  present  Old-Age  Pensions  Act,  thrifty 
persons  are  discriminated  against.   The  means  test  is  hum- 
iliating and  gives  the  impression  of  charity.   It  deprives 
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the  country  of  the  productive  capacities  of  the  older 
age  group.   In  these  times  when  we  need  the  work  of 
our  citizens  it  is  a  mistake  to  place  a  bar  against 
their  productive  activity  when  they  are  still  able  to 
make  a  contribution  to  this  country.   Furthermore,  we 
have  thousands  of  senior  citizens  such  as  school  teachers, 
clergymen,  railroad  and  industrial  employees  who  have 
Pension  Funds  established  and  others,  who  have  laid  aside 
savings  through  insurance  etc.  -  all  of  whom  have  worked 
hard  and  have  made  provision  for  their  future,  and  who 
have  contributed  to  the  provisions  made  for  others  - 
and  who  through  no  fault  of  their  own,  with  the  high  cost 
of  living  and  other  conditions,  now  find  their  savings 
inadequate.   Therefore,  with  the  abolition  of  the  means 
test  for  those  over  seventy,  a  higher  degree  of  security 
will  be  brought  to  these  people.   Those  who  have  effected 
savings  will  not  be  humiliated  nor  will  they  gain  the 
impression  that  they  are  receiving  charity.   It  does 
away  with  the  most  objectionable  feature  of  -  literally 
speaking  —  placing  a  mortgage  on  the  little  homes  of 
our  aged  citizens,  since  there  will  be  no  collections 
made  on  estates  and  I  am  pleased  that  this  principle 
is  being  incorporated  in  our  new  Old-Age  Assistance  Act 
for  the  group  between  65  and  69. 

No  one  in  this  Province  greets,  with  greater 
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satisfaction,  the  abolition  of  the  means  test  for  our 
senior  citizens  that  I  do,  after  having  had  the 
responsibility  for  the  administration  of  this  Act  for 
the  past  six  years.  At  one  point  in  that  period,  we 
received  in  two  months  over  25,000  letters  which  required 
an  explanation  of  the  means  test,   we  have  had  over  3,000 
changes  of  address  in  a  single  month  and  the  Branch  has 
processed  over  16,000  new  applications  in  a  fiscal  year. 
In  addition,  we  have  had  thousands  of  suspensions  for 
overpayments,  and  later  reinstatements,  which  created 
great  administrative  difficulties.   Therefore,  the 
Government  of  this  Province  welcomed  the  opportunity 
to  endorse  the  Committee's  report  and  their  suggestion 
that  a  basic  pension  should  be  paid  to  every  citizen  over 
seventy  years  of  age  without  a  means  test. 

It  is  the  intention  of  this  Government  to 
continue  free  medical  services  to  those  who  are  presently 
in  receipt  of  pensions,  and  arrangements  will  be  made 
through  agreement  with  the  Ontario  Medical  Association 
to  provide  services  for  those  in  need  who  are  over 
seventy  and  who  are  not  at  the  present  time  in  receipt 
of  pension  as  well  as  providing  medical  services  for 
the  65  -  69  group  who  qualify  under  the  new  Old-Age 
Assistance  Act. 

In  addition,  we  are  conscious  of  the  need  of 
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better  accommodation  for  aged  persons  who  are  unable 
to  care  for  themselves,  and  it  is  our  intention  to  con- 
tinue with  our  Homes  for  the  A:ed  program  whereby  - 
through  co-operation  with  the  municipalities  -anew 
conception  of  the  proper  type  of  accommodation  will  be 
developed  for  those  persons  unable  to  care  for  themselves,, 
who  will  obtain  the  best  possible  care  which  can  be  found 
in  any  jurisdiction. 

Realizing,  through  experience,  that  many 
persons  over  seventy  years  of  age  require  the  guidance 
and  kindly  counselling  service  which  they  have  received 
in  the  past  through  our  trained  Field  Workers,  we  have 
indicated  to  the  Federal  Department  of  Welfare  that  our 
staff  is  at  their  service  to  assist  them  in  the  solving 
of  any  problems  which  persons  over  seventy  in  this 
Province  encounter.  Might  I  point  out,  as  one  example, 
that  at  the  present  time  for  approximately  14,000  of 
our  pensioners  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  have  a 
trustee  appointed  to  administer  their  pensions.   This 
is  only  one  example  of  the  many  ways  in  which  our  Field 
Workers  can  assist  in  being  helpful  to  the  Federal 
Department  in  looking  after  the  needs  of  the  persons 
who  will  be  in  receipt  of  universal  pensions. 

When  we  sat  down  with  the  representatives  of 
the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  other  provinces  at 
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Ottawa  last  December  to  discuss  these  matters  we  were 
able  to  state  without  hesitation  or  qua  1  if ication  that 
we  would  co-operate  with  our  whole  heart  and  mind  to 
hasten  the  payment  of  old  age  pensions  to  our  needy- 
senior  citizens  from  65  to  69  years  of  age  on  a  50-50 
basis  between  the  Federal  and  Provincial  Governments. 

I  do  not  wish  to  infer  that  we  were  completely 
at  one  with  the  Federal  Government  and  all  the  provinces 
in  every  detail.  We  would  have  preferred  a  program  of 
pensions  to  disabled  persons  21  years  of  age  and  over. 
We  also  maintained  that  pensioners  in  the  65-69  age  group 
should  be  allowed  to  earn  an  income  higher  than  $180. 
annually  before  sustaining  a  reduction  in  their  pension, 
and,  as  a  result  of  our  representations,  the  allowable 
income  was  raised.   On  the  general  principle  of  old 
age  assistance  and  old  age  security  pensions,  we  gave 
our  full  support  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
this  was  an  important  factor  in  clearing  the  wqy  for  the 
start  of  the  new  pension  plan  beginning  next  January 
first. 

In  conclusion,  the  scheme  that  has  been  evolved  in 
an  historic  achievement  and  although  it  is  not  as  broad 
as  we  originally  proposed,  yet,  when  we  consider  that 
agreement  was  reached  between  eleven  governments,  we 
must  realize  that  certain  compromises  were  inevitable 
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because  of  the  wide  exchange  in  the  pooling  of  ideas 
and  proposals. 

This  Old-Age  Assistance  Bill  now  before  the 
House  v/ill  bring  comfort  and  security  to  thousands  of 
our  citizens  between  65  and  69  especially  to  widows 
who  have  lost  their  breadwinners  and  persons  who  have 
infirmities  which  make  it  impossible  to  earn  a  livelihood 
of  their  own.   It  will  relieve  our  municipalities  of  an 
estimated  one  to  two  million  dollars  by  taking  over  those 
in  this  age  group  who  are  now  on  public  assistance  rolls. 

We,  as  a  Government,  are  interested  in  the 
human  betterment  and  we  see  in  this  scheme  a  greater 
advancement  toward  that  end.   I  think  the  case  can  be 
stated  conclusively  by  quoting  an  editorial  which 
appeared  in  the  Windsor  Star  under  date  of  Hay  11th; 

Premier  Leslie  M.  F-ost  stood  before  a 
London,  Ontario,  audience  the  other  night  and 
assured  it  that  by  next  January  1st  old  age 
pensions  at  70  without  a  means  test,  and 
pensions  at  65  with  a  means  test,  will  be 
available  for  the  elderly  and  aged  in  Ontario. 

The  Premier  was  entitled  to  a  warm  glow  of 
personal  pride  over  this  great  advance  in 
social  welfare.   His  ready  co-operation  in  the 
promotion  of  this  program,  his  good  offices  in 
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dealing  reasonably  with  obstacles  as  they  arose, 
had  much  to  do  with  making  the  pension  scheme 
possible. 

His  intention  to  proceed  with  the  proposal 
for  pensions  at  65,  with  a  means  test,  shows  he 
intends  to  complete  what  has  been  begun,  and  as 
quickly  as  possible.   Social  service  is  not 
lagging  in  Ontario  under  Premier  Frost's 
leadership, " 

SOME  HON. MEMBERS:   Hear,  hear! 


TAKE  "B"  FOLLOWS 
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HON.  LESLIE  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr. 

Speaker,  might  I  add  a  word  or  two  to  what  the  Hon. 

Minister  of  "elfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  has  said  concerning 
these  bills  and  the  principles  behind  them.   I  might  give, 
sir,  to  the  House,  something  of  the  background  of  these 
bills  and  their  effect,  which  is  very  great. 

hen  v. e  consider  that  at  present  we  have  in 
Ontario  about  90,000  pensioners,  and  that  we  are  adding, 
as  closely  as  can  be  estimated,  210,000  more,  making  a 
total  of  300,000,  we  get  some  idea  of  the  magnitude  of 
these  agreements  which  have  been  entered  into  with  the 
Federal  Government  by  ten  other  governments.   I  shall 
refer  also  to  the  financial  implications  of  the  agreement, 
because  that  is  also  of  very  great  importance. 

as  was  stated  in  the  speech  of  His  Honour  and  in 
the  remarks  of  the  Hon.  Minister  of  '', elfare  (Mr,  Good- 
fellow),  this  is  an  historic  meeting  of  this  Assembly 
which  in  its  long  history  has  never  considered  measures 
of  more  far-reaching  effect  than  those  which  will  be 
passed  upon  here. 

This  is  a  special  session  convened  for  purposes 
explained  in  the  regular  session  last  spring  and  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  T'e  are  the  first  Legislature 
to  legislate  on  the  subject  matters  of  the  agreements 
arrived  at  as  a  result  of  the  Federal-Provincial  con- 
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ference  of  December  last. 

The  Legislature  has  been  convened  for  this  special 
purpose  and  it  is  desirable  that  complete  explanation 
should  be  given  in  order  that  we  may  proceed  with  second 
reading  of  the  legislation  tomorrow. 

I  shall  not  deal  with  matters  covered  by  the 
Hon.  kinister  of  T"elfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  in  his  very 
complete  explanation  beyond  saying  that  what  is  being 
placed  before  you  today  is  to  no  small  extent  due  to 
the  advocacy  for  many  years  of  the  Hon.  minister  of  '.elf are 
(Mr.  Goodfellow)  of  pensions  without  a  means  test  and  for 
the  removal  of  regulations  making  it  necessary  to  make 
claims  against  little  estates  and  homes  of  Old  Age  Pension- 
ers.  The  Hon.  Minister's  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  sympathetic 
administration  of  a  difficult  problem  has  met  with  the 
admiration  of  us  all,  and  it  must  indeed  be  a  glad  day 
for  him  to  introduce  this  legislation. 

When  I  refer  to  the  far-reaching  effect  of  the 
legislation  now  being  passed,  consider  what  it  means  to 
those  suffering  from  the  high  cost  of  living  who  are  in 
receipt  of  pensions  as  clergymen,  school  teachers  or 
industrial  workers,  and  the  tens  of  thousands  who  have 
saved  up  a  little  competence  for  themselves.   It  opens 
a  completely  new  vista  in  connection  with  industrial 
pensions. 
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What  we  are  able  to  do  here  today  is  as  a  result 
of  a  successful  Federal-Provincial  Conference.   It  is  true 
that  the  pension  arrangement  from  65  to  69  is  not  alto- 
gether as  we  desired  it.  '  e  have  been  interested  in 
assistance  for  handicapped  persons.   One  of  the  funda- 
mentals, however,  of  entering  into  an  agreement  among 
Governments  as  among  persons  is  that  everybody  cannot 
have  their  own  way.  We  approached  the  Conference  in  a 
spirit  of  give  and  take.   The  other  Governments  did 
the  same  thing,  with  the  result  that  we  did  arrive  at  an 
agreement.  TTe  did  arrive  at  the  form  of  a  Constitutional 
Amendment.   Its  passage  was  secured  by  the  Parliament  at 
TTestminster,  and  now  we  are  here  to  implement  the  agree- 
ment . 

The  financial  effects  are,  of  course,  enormous. 
Old  Age  Pension  commitments  for  Federal  and  Provincial 
Governments  will  now  total  between  ^3$$  and  ^400  million. 
This  amount  has  to  be  provided  from  the  taxpayers.   Our 
economy  must  have  sufficient  buoyancy  to  provide  for  such 
enormous  payments  without  adding  costs  which  make  it 
impossible  for  our  nation  to  do  business  in  the  markets 
of  the  world.  Ue  see  the  problems  which  have  been 
created  in  this  regard  in  other  lands.  v;e  have  to  avoid 
this.   As  far  as  this  Province  is  concerned,  we  are 
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entering  into  a  new  field,  the  financial  implications 
of  which  will  have  to  be  determined  by  experience. 
It  would  appear  that  it  will  cost  the  Province  several 
millions  of  dollars  more  annually  which,  of  course,  will 
include  the  medical  benefits.   On  the  other  hand,  it  would 
appear  that  it  would  save  our  municipalities  between  a 
million  and  two  million  dollars  annually.   This  is  sub- 
stantial. 

I  am  glad  to  say  due  to  the  financial  stability 
of  our  Province,  where  we  impose  no  sales  tax,  no  personal 
income  tax  and  many  of  the  taxes  which  are  common  elsewhere 
in  Canada,  that  to  bring  about  our  end  of  this  great 
reform  there  will  be  no  additional  taxation. 

This  brings  me  to  another  feature  of  the  Federal- 
Provincial  Conference  of  last  December.   It  had  been 
originally  contemplated  that  this  Conference  should 
cover  a  much  wider  field  than  it  did.   Due  to  the  Korean 
T.'Jar  and  the  uncertainties  of  the  International  situation 
the  same  was  confined  to  fiscal  agreements  with  the 
Provinces  and  the  matter  of  Old  Age  Pensions.   I  should 
like  to  make  some  reference  here  to  the  fiscal  arrange- 
ments. 

All  Governments  since  1945  have  learned  a  great 
deal.  There  is  a  spirit  of  complete  frankness  and  good- 
will.  Canadian  problems  are  varied  and  complex  because 
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of  the  great  extent  of  our  country,  "hat  suits  one 
Province  is  unsatisfactory  for  another.   The  creation 

of  this  atmosphere  of  frankness  and  good-will  is 
fundamental  to   dealing  with  the  problems  of  Canada. 
If  it  had  not  been  for  this,  this  legislation  could  not 
have  possibly  been- before  you  today.   In  the  creation  of 
this  spirit  may  I  pay  a  tribute  to  the  Right  Hon.  Prime 
Minister  of  Canada  and  to  all  of  the  heads  of  Provincial 
Governments.   It  has  been  a  pleasure  indeed  to  work 
with  themi 

The  attitude  of  the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  it.  Laurent 
and  his  Ministers  has  not  been  one  of  take  it  or  leave  it, 
I  can  assure  you  that  it  has  not  been  the  attitude  of  this 
Government  nor  of  the  other  Governments  of  Canada.  We, 
as  Canadians,  have  been  endeavouring  to  face  up  to  and 
solve  our  problems.   The  possibilities  of  success  were 
never  brighter  than  today. 

I  have  been  Treasurer  of  this  Province  since 
1943  and  I  am  glad  to  give  you  the  benefit  of  what  has 
been  the  experience  of  all.   In  1945  we  were  frankly 
dealing  with  tax  potentials  which  were  extremely  uncertain. 
T~e  had  no  way  of  appraising  the  industrial  growth  of 
Canada,  nor  in  Ontario  did  we  have  any  way  of  appraising 
our  growth  or  the  effect  of  inflation  —  where  it  might 
begin  or  end  —  the  productivity  of  our  industries,  and 
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many  other  things.  At  that  time  we  set  up  research  bodies 
which  have  rendered  great  service.  Still  I  can  say  that 
in  1951  there  are  uncertainties  which  can  only  be  solved 
by  patience,  experience  and  understanding. 

In  1946  proposals  were  made  by  the  Federal 
Government  which  were  accepted  by  seven  of  the  Provinces. 
They  became  effective  on  the  1st  of  April,  1947,  and  will 
expire  31st  of  March,  1952.   In  Ontario  we  were  very 
loath  to  part  with  taxing  powers  which  enabled  the 
Province  to  carry  on  its  vast  undertakings  with  the 
future  so  full  of  uncertainty.  At  that  time  it  was 
felt  probable  that  for  an  initial  period  of  five  years 

we  might  attain  more  under  a  Federal  agreement 
than  we  would  from  tax  rates  and  occupation  of  those 

fields  as  is  presently  in  effect.   In  1947  with  a  great 
deal  of  hesitation  I  budgeted  for  „*50  million  from 
corporation  taxes. 

I  am  able  to  come  before  this  House  this  after- 
noon and  make  a  very  startling  statement  and  to  tell  you 
of  something  which  I  did  not  believe  would  have  been 
possible  when  we  were  looking  ahead  in  1947.   I  am  able 
to  say  that  with  an  occupation  of  only  a  portion  of  our 
taxing  fields  and  with  the  rates  which  have  obtained 
in  Succession  Duties  and  Corporation  taxes  since  1947, 
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and  with  no  Provincial  income  tax  and  no  subvention  from 
this  source  by  the  Federal  Government,  that  by  the  31st 
of  March  next  we  shall  have  received  more  money  in  revenues 
for  those  five  years  than  we  would  have  obtained  had  we 
rented  these  fields.   In  other  words,  from  part  of  the 
fields  we  have  occupied,  we  shall  receive  more  revenue 
than  we  would  have  received  under  the  agreements  for  the 
rental  of  everything. 

In  making  this  statement  I  do  not  cast  a  reflec- 
tion on  the  Federal  Government.   In  the  light  of  1947 
I  am  sure  they  felt  that  their  offer  was  generous. 
Indeed  as  I  have  said,  we  felt  that  what  the  Federal 
Government  was  offering  for  all  of  the  fields  might  total 
more  in  money  than  what  we  would  receive  from  our  occupa- 
tion of  only  a  part  of  these  fields  at  the  rates  of  taxes 
in  1947.   All  of  which  indicates  the  care  which  must  be 
taken  in  matters  of  this  sort.  We  have  both  learned  a 
great  deal. 

As  the  matter  now  stands  these  points  stand 
out: 

(1)  Ontario  has  not  suffered  financially  by 
remaining  out  of  the  1946-I947  offer. 

(2)  T  e  have  not  injured  the  Federal  Government's 
position,  and  indeed  Mr.  Abbott  made  a  very  generous 
reference  to  Ontario  and  Quebec  in  his  statement, 
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namely  that  these  provinces  had  exercised  their  taxing 
powers  with  prudence  and  fairness  and  in  a  way  which 
did  not  militate  against  the  Federal  position.  Mr, 
Abbott's  exact  words  were  as  follows: 

"I  believe,  too,  that  I  should  pay  tribute  to 
the  general  restraint  and  reasonableness  shown 
by  the  two  provinces  which  did  not  choose  to 
enter  into  these  tax  agreements.   In  recent 
years,  when  financial  demands  have  been 
extremely  heavy,  both  provinces  have  in  general 
pursued  tax  policies  which,  while  conceived, 
of  course,  in  the  interest  of  the  particular 
provinces,  have  not  caused  serious  complica- 
tions for  the  economy  as  a  whole." 

(3)  Our  hands  are  now  quite  free.  Our  powers 
are  undiminished. 

(4)  There  is  a  fine  spirit  of  understanding 

and  a  wealth  of  experience  which  will  be  of  great  benefit 
to  us  all  in  future  dealings. 

In  December,  1950,  the  Federal  Government  made 
proposals  to  all  of  the  Provinces  to  be  effective  at 
the  expiration  of  agreements  .presently  in  effect  on 
the  31st  of  March,  next.   The  new  offer  I  am  bound  to 
say  is  a  very  substantial  approach  on  the  part  of  the 
Federal  Government  to  meet  the  unquestioned  problems 
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of  the  central  Provinces  as  shown  in  the  light  of  the 
experience  of  the  last  five  years. 

The  unknown  factors,  of  course,  are  what  will 
be  the  industrial  growth  of  Ontario  in  these  five  years. 
Please  always  remember  that  industrial  growth  brings 
in  its  train  great  problems  —  schools,  roads,  concen- 
trations of  population  and  other  things  which  mean 
great  Provincial  outlays. 

i'-jR.  Z.    B.  J0LLIFF2  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
And  Hydro. 

tit.  FROST:  And  Hydro,  sir,  that  is  right.   It 
is  doubtful  if  a  National  index  can  meet  the  situation 
of  a  Province  in  our  position.   Ponder  these  questions. 
What  effect  on  Ontario  industry  will  the  great  new 
additions  of  hydro  electric  energy  have?  And,  as  regards 
what  the  Hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr,  Jolliffe) 
has  said,  what  are  our  needs  in  that  line  going  to  be, 
and  what  are  the  demands,  the  pressures,  the  effect 
on  our  credit?  What  will  be  the  effect  in  these  spec- 
tacular years  of  iron  ore  developments  which  now  run 
from  Marmora  on  the  east, QDd  Algoma  to  Northwestern 
Ontario,  and  there  are  more  of  these  developments  to 
come?  TThat  will  be  the  effect  of  the  Seaway  on  our 
economy?   These  matters  are  very  great  ones  indeed. 

Concerning  the  1950  offers,  insofar  as  I  am 
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aware  they  are  still  in  the  process  of  negotiation  on 
the  part  of  all  of  the  Provinces,  as  between  Ontario 
and  the  Federal  Government  we  have  been  intensively- 
considering  our  position.   I  am  glad  to  say  that  there 
is  a  spirit  of  complete  frankness  and  good-will.  We 
are  in  a  position  to  sit  around  the  table  either  in 
negotiations  with  the  Federal  Government  or  with  the 
other  Provinces  with  a  backlog  of  experience  which  we 
did  not  have  in  1945,  and  consider  these  problems, 
not  with  a  take-it-or-leave-it  attitude,  but  with  an 
attitude  of  understanding  based  upon  this  --  that  no 
agreement  in  Canada  is  good  if  it  isonly  good  for  one 
of  the  Provinces  or  for  the  Federal  Government.  Any 
agreement  must  be  fair.   It  must  protect  the  interests 
of  all.   It  must  be  a  Canadian  approach  brought  about 
by  men  of  good-will.   That  is  the  attitude  in  which  we 
intend  to  approach  all  dealings  with  other  Governments 
and  it  is  the  attitude  we  have  been  taking,  and  I  am 
able  to  come  to  you  today  with  the  fruits  of  this 
policy.  We  are  making  progress.  We  have  arrived 
at  agreements.   The  spirit  of  understanding  that  made 
our  country  possible  eighty-four  years  ago. is  certainly 
present  in  the  Councils  of  our  Nation  to-day. 

(Take  "C"  follows.) 
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Now,  I'ir.  Speaker,  in  giving  that  explanation 
of  the  background  of  this  conference,  the  last  portion 
of  it  may  appear  to  be  irrelevant  in  some  respects, 
but  I  may  say,  sir,  that  these  agreements  in  relation 
to  wealth-levelling  and  welfare  matters,  and  things  of 
that  sort,  are  tied  pretty  generally  into  the  over-all 
financial  picture. 

As  I  have  said  before,  we  are  sitting  here 
this  afternoon  to  deal  with  legislation  which  will  cost 
our  people  in  Canada  ^250  million  dollars,  and  is  going 
to  increase  our  wealth-levelling  processes,  and  bring 
them  up  to  some  ,,400  million  dollars,  which  is,  indeed, 
a  tremendous  thing.   These  things  are  all  woven  together 
into  the  same  picture. 

In  order  to  carry  through  the  immense  possi- 
bilities of  this  country,  our  Government  has  to  simplify 
our  tax  collections;  indeed,  we  have  to  eliminate  over- 
lapping expenses. 

I  was  glad  to  hear  the  Hon.  Minister  of  TTelfare 
(Mr.Goodf ellow)  mention  the  fact  --  which  is  something 
I  have  never  considered  before  --  that  under  this  new 
law  we  would,  through  our  Provincial  machinery,  be 
administering  the  affairs  of  some  fourteen  thousand  or 
fifteen  thousand  pensioners,  who  w ould  be  receiving  money 
from  the  Federal  Government  but,  because,  of     age  and 
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disability,  it  would  have  to  be  administered  with  the 
co-operation  of  our  Government. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  things  eliminate  over- 
lapping costs,  which  I  think  is  a  very  necessary  part 
of  sound,  Federal-Provincial  relationships  in  a 
country  such  as  ours,  where  with  the  complexities  of 
business  and  the  development  of  this  country,  things 
are  becoming,  if  anything,  more  complicated  as  time  goes 
along. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  will  be  many  questions 
asked  by  hon.  members  relating  to  this  important  legis- 
lation, no  doubt.   It  was  felt  desirable  to  give  the  bills  to 
hon.  members  today..  I  trust  the 

bills  are  available,  so  that  they  may  be  given  to  the 
Hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe)  and  the 
leaders  of  the  parties,  and  also  I  hope  there  will  be 
sufficient  for  distribution  amongst  the  hon.  members  who 
have  a  particular  interest  in  the  form  of  the  bills. 
If  they  are  not  ready  just  at  this  moment,  I  will  give 
the  undertaking  that  they  will  be  ready  within  an  hour  or 
so,  so  that  the  hon.  members  may  consider  them,  and  on 
the  consideration  of  these  bills  on  second  readings, 
there  can  be  a  discussion  on  the  problems  arising  out 
of  these  bills,  and  I  hope  that  the  explanations  which 
have  been  given  will  give  some  background  to  those 
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problems. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  E.  B.  JOLLIFFE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  bill.  We  have 
all  listened  with  great  interest  to  the  two  explanations 
offered  by  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  and  the  Hon.  Minister 
of  Welfare  this  afternoon. 

I  do  want  to  say,  however,  that  all  of  us  in 
this  group  are  anxious  to  facilitate  the  passage  of  legis- 
lation such  as  this  with  the  least  possible  delay,  and 
perhaps  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  will  be  good  enough  to 
indicate  whether  we  will  go  into  second  readings  to-morrow, 
which  I  think  will  be  quite  possible,  if  the  bills  are 
distributed  to-day. 

HOI':.  LESLIE  Li.  FR03T  (Prime  tiinister)  :  Yes; 
that  would  be  the  intention  to  proceed  to-morrow  with 
second  readings  of  these  bills. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a  motion  I  would  like  to 
make,  seconded  by  Mr.  Doucett,  as  follows: 

That,  during  the  present  session  of  the  Assembly 
provision  be  made  for  taking  of  stenographic  reports  of 
debates  and  speeches  and  to  that  end  that  Mr.  Speaker 
be  authorized  to  employ  the  necessary  stenographers 
at  such  rates  of  compensation  as  may  be  agreed  to  by 
him,  copies  of  said  stenographic  reports  to  be  supplied 
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to  the  Honourable  the  Lieutenant-Governor,  to  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Assembly,  to  the  Legislative 
Library,  to  each  Member  of  the  Assembly,  to  the  offices 
of  the  Leaders  of  each  party  represented  in  the  Assembly, 
to  the  Reference  Libraries  of  the  Province  and  the 
Press  Gallery , 

I  may  say  that  is  the  usual  motion,  and  I  hope 
it  will  not  provoke  any  debate. 

WL.    JOLLIFFE:  You  should  know  it  by  heart,  by 
now . 

MR,  FROST:  I  hope  you  will  not  object  to  these 
gentlemen  who  have  been  serving  this  afternoon,  before 
this  motion  was  passed. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

HON.  LESLIE  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  here  another  motion.   Moved  by  myself, 
seconded  by  Mr,  Doucett,  that  Mr.  Patrick,  the  member 
for  the  electoral  district  of  Middlesex  North,  be 
appointed  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  for  the  present  Session. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Is  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Patrick) 
willing  to  serve? 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Oh,  oh. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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HON.  LESLIE  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  another  motion,  in  connection  with  which 
I  might  give  some  background. 

This  is  the  fourth  special  Session  which  I 
recall  in  my  day  here  in  the  Legislature.   I  have  no 
recollection  of  previous  special  Sessions,  although 
perhaps  there  were  some,  but  I  do  not  know   of  any, 
at  least  going  back  a  great  many  years. 

In  these  special  Sessions,  it  has  been  the 
policy  to  avoid  formalities,  to  get  down  to  business 
--  if  I  may  use  that  expression  —  in  a  way  somewhat 
different  than  with  the  ordinary  sessions  of  the 
Legislature.  At  these  special  Sessions  of  the  Legis- 
lature, there  is  no  consideration  of  private  bills 
by  Committees,  or  anything  of  that  nature.   The  business 
of  the  House  is  confined  to  a  special  purpose,  and  the 
course  has  been  to  dispense  with  the  Debate  on  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne. 

The  first  special  Session  I  recall  was  in  1937, 
when,  after  the  election  of  that  year,  there  was  a  special 
Session  to  consider  certain  fiscal  matters  arising  out  of 
the  Succession  Duties'  Act;.  A  motion  was  made  at  that 
time  to  dispense  with  the  Debate  on. the  Speech  from 
the  Throne. 
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That  was  also  done  at  the  special  Session  in 
1939  which  was  convened  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
war  emergency  legislation.   That  was  subsequently  true 
in  1945,  at  the  special  Session  of  that  year. 

As  to  whether  or  not  that  is  desirable  on 
this  occasion,  I  would  like  to  hear  from  the  hon. 
members  of  the  House,  and  for  the  purpose  of  placing 
it  before  the  House,  I  move,  seconded  by  Mr.  Doucett, 
that  for  the  present  Session  of  the  Legislative  Assembly, 
this  House  resolve  that  the  customary  debate  on  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  be  dispensed  with. 

MR.  E.  B.  JOLLIFFE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  wonder  if  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  would 
be  prepared  to  let  this  motion  stand  over  for  a  while 
so  that  we  can  discuss  it,  or  give  it  a  little  further 
consideration. 

I  do  not  disagree  with  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister's 
recollection  of  previous  special  Sessions. 

On  the  other  hand,  they  were  all  called  under 
special  circumstances,  just  as  this  one  has  been  called 
under  circumstances  of  its  own,  and  I  would  hesitate  to 
agree  that  any  fixed  practice  has  arisen  with  respect  to 
special  Sessions.   It  seems  to  me  they  will  have  to  be 
considered  on  an  ad  hoc  basis,  as  they  arise,  as  what 
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might  be  entirely  appropriate  on  one  occasion,  might 
not  be  so  appropriate  on  another  occasion. 

As  I  see  it  at  this  special  Session,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  give  some  time  and  thought  to  the 
principles,  and  perhaps  even  a  few  of  the  details 
involved  in  the  legislation  already  introduced. 

On  the  other  hand,  from  what  little  knowledge 
I  have,  I  doubt  if  it  will  take  a  very  long  time. 
Indeed,  I  do  not  think  the  principles  of  these  bills 
are  principles  in  controversy  in  this  country,  but  it 
may  well  be  that  within  entirely  reasonable  limits  of 
time,  some  attention  can  be  and  should  be  given  to 
other  matters,  some  of  which  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister 
referred  to  a  little  earlier  to-day,  and  some  of  which 
are  very  important  and  very  timely. 

I  am,  therefore,  suggesting  that  the  motion 
be  allowed  to  stand  so  that  hon.  members  to  my  left, 
and  the  hon.  members  with  me,  and  others,  can  give  it 
a  little  more  thought. 

MR.  FROST:  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  quite  prepared  to 
do  that.  With  your  permission,  we  might  let  the 
motion  stand  on  the  Order  Paper,  to  be  taken  as  a 
notice  of  motion  which  will  be  made  later. 

I  may  say  that  I  agree  with  much  that  has  been 
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said  by  the  Hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe). 
I  have  no  desire  to  take  any  course  which  would  prevent 
the  hon.  members  of  the  House  speaking  on  these  matters, 
and,  indeed,  there  may  be  matters  of  public  importance 
arise. 

On  the  other  hand,  as  I  say,  this  is  a  special 
Session.  We  are  following  procedure  which  has  been 
followed  before,  but  that  does  not  necessarily  mean 
that  because  it  has  been  d one  before,  it  is  a  precedent 
which  must  be  followed. 

I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  this  suggestion 
might  be  considered  on  its  merits,  with  respect  to  the 
situation  to-day.   I  am  satisfied  to  do  that,  and  if 
the  hon.  leaders  of  the  groups  opposite  would  meet  me 
following  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  we  might  con- 
sider it  at  that  time,  or  perhaps  to-morrow  morning. 
I  would  suggest,  however,  that  following  the  adjournment, 
with  your  permission,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  might  meet  in 
your  Chambers  to  settle  upon  this  matter. 

The  motion  stands. 

HON.  LSSLIS  H.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  that  is  all  the  business  before  the 
House  this  afternoon,  and  such  being  the  case,  I  w ould 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

The  Motion  agreed  to;  House  adjourned  at  4.13  p.m. 
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of  the 

FOURTH  SESSION  OF  iHE  x.ENTY- THIRD  LEGISLATURE,  HELD 
IN  i'HZ  LEGISLATIVE  CHAMBER,  TORONTO,  ONTARIO,  SEPTEMBER 
24,  1951,  AND  SE... 

Hon.  (Rey.)  M.  C.  Davies,  Speaker, 

Presiding. 


Toronto,  Ontario. 

Tuesday,  September  £5,  1951. 

5:00  o'clock,  p.m. 

And  the  House  having  met. 

MR.  SPEAKER:   Presenting  Petitions. 

Reading  and  receiving  petitions. 

Presenting  reports  by  committees. 

Motions. 

Introduction  of  Bills. 

Orders  of  the  Day. 

Hon.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):   Mr.  Speaker, 
before  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  I  am  very  pleased  to  in- 
form you,  sir,  ana  the  hon.  Members  of  the  House,  that 
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We  have  in  Ontario  today  a  very  distinguished  Canadian, 
hon.  Angus  L.  Macdonald,  Premier  of  Nova  Scotia. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:   Mr.  Macdonald  has  kindly  consented, 
sir,  to  come  to  "Che  Builaings  today  end  to  visit  this 
Assembly.   He  is  waiting  without,  ana  if  I  might  crave 
your  permission,  sir,  I  would  like  to  bring ,Mr.  Macdonald 
into  this  Assembly,  ana  have  him  take  a  seat,  in  the  chair 
at  the  end  of  the  Treasury  benches,  and  ask  him  if  he  will 
kindly  consent  to  address  the  Hon.  members  of  this  Assembly- 
of  course,  very  informally. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:   With  your  permission,  I  will  retire 
and  bring  in  Mr.  Macdonald. 

MR.  SPEAKER:   Granted. 

Hon.  Angus  L.  Macdonald  entered  the  chamber  and 
assumed  a  chair  on  the  Treasury  benches. 

MR.  FROST:   Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago, 
it  is  a  great  honour  to  our  province  today  to  have  present 
with  us  the  Premier  of  Nova  Scotia,  the  hon.  Angus  L. 
Macdonald,  who  is  here  today  on  special  business  in  connec- 
tion with  the  opening  and  dedication  of  the  fine  new  Bank 
of  Nova  Scotia  Builai.ng,  a  bank  which  has  had  associations 
with  this  province  for,  I  think,  120  years. 
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It  is  a  pleasure  to  welcome  Mr.  Mao dona Id  hare, 
first  of  all,  for  himself.  Mr.  Macdonaia  is  a  well- 
known  Canadian,  one  who  from  his  earliest  days  has 
given  service  to  his  country,  because  he  served  in 
the  first  great  War,  and,  of  course,  is  a  veteran  of 
that  struggle. 

He  has  served  both  his  province  as  one  of  the 
King's  ministers,  and  also  the  people  of  Canada  as 
Minister  for  Naval  Affairs,  and  it  is  interesting  to 
note  that  Mr.  Lacdonald,  in  those  days  when  he  was 
performing  a  national  service,  was  a  member  for  our 
own  historic  riding  of  Kingston, 

When  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Iwacdonald  today,  I  told 
him  that  this  assembly  was  usually  a  very  friendly  place, 
that  we  had  not  a  great  deal  of  formality  here,  and  we 
wanted  him  to  feel  at  home  at  this  place. 

Yesterday,  in  speaking  to  this  House,  I 
referred  to  the  atmosphere  of  confidence  and  good  will 
which  exists  in  the  councils  of  the  natior.   in  the  times 
when  the  Federal-Provincial  Conferences  took  place,  and 
I  spoke  of  what  a  pleasure  it  was  to  serve  with  other 
Canadians,  and  I  mentioned  the  Right .Hon.  Prime  Minister  of 
Canada  (Lr.  St.  Laurent)  and  the  other  hon.  Premiers, 
and  I  should  say  that  none  qualified  more  for  what  I 
said  yesterday  than  Mr.  Lacdonald  himself. 

At  the  conferences  we  have  attended,  including 
the  one  of  last  December,  it  has  been  a  very  great  plea- 
sure and  privilege  to  serve  with  him,  and  be  with  him 
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as  a  fellow  Canadian. 

For  himself,  he  is  a  true  Maritimer;  in  addi- 
tion, to  that,  sir,  he  is  a  Highlander,  and  a  Scots- 
nan. 

SOLE  hon.  UBMBJRS:  Hear,  hear. 

kR.  FROST:   It  is  a  very  great  tribute  in- 
deed, and  provides  very  great  qualifications. 

I  sometimes  boast  of  r.iy  own  Scottish  ancestry, 
and  it  always  thrills  me  to  meet  another  Scotsman, 
and  to  hear  the  bagpipes  playing,  as  we  did  this  morn- 
ing, in  this  province,  where  we  have  many  of  Scottish 
descent,  and  it  this  tii  e  we  have  great  pleasure  in 
welcoming  here  a  great  Scotsman. 

We  not  only  welcome  him  for  his  genial  self, 
but  I  would  like  to  welcome  him  here  because  he  re- 
presents a  great  province,  a  province  of  which  Canada 
is  very,  very  proud  indeed. 

Our  province  here  does  not  go  back  as  an  or- 

of 
ganized  province  anything  like  the  period/time  as  does 

the  old  province  of  Nova  Scotia,   fur  province  dates 

back  to  1792,  when  Governor  Simcoe  assembled  the  first 

assembly  under  the  Constitutional  Act. 

The  province  of  Nova  Scotia,  of  course,  was  a 
settled  province  before  those  days.  Its  history  as  an 
organized  province  goes  back  much  before  that  of  this 
province  of  Ontario. 

I  would  like  to  pay  tribute  to  Nova  Scotia  and 
the  place  it  has  held,  holds,  and  will  always  hold  here 
in  Canada. 
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I  would  like  particularly  to  pay  tribute  to 
the  fine,  brave  people  from  that  province,  people  who 
have  always  upheld  the  very  best  and  finest  traditions. 
I  may  say  to  him  that  in  this  Assembly  we,  I  think  in 
common  with  the  other  provinces, hold  the  view  that  the 
good  prosperity  of  Canadr  is  something  which  is  much  to 
be  desired,  and  the  prosperity  of  Canada  is  dependent 
upon  the  prosperity  of  the  provinces  as  a  whole. 

In  these  days,  when  we  look  forward  with 
confidence  to  this  great  country  of  which  we  form  a  part, 
I  may  say,  as  I  said  this  morning,  in  a  few  words,  at 
the  opening  of  the  Bank  of  Nova  Scotia  Building,  that 
we  feel  that  this  land  of  ours  and  its  provinces  are 
certain  of  success  and  if  is  -.   certainty,  under  the 
providence  of  God,  '   as  certain  as  the  rising  of  the 
sun. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  present 
to  this  Assembly  a  distinguished  Canadian,  the  Hon. 
Angus  L.  Macdonald,  and  ask  him  to  --  I  will  not  put 
it  in  a  formal  way  and  ask  him  to  address  us  —  but 
will  ask  him  to  speak  a  few  words  to  us. 

Hon.  A.  L.  MacEbnald. 

SOME  HON.   MEMBERS:      Hear,    hear- 

HON. ANGUS  L.   fclACDOKAXD jP.C. , J.C. ,S, J.D.    (Premier, 
trie   Province   of  Nova  Scotia):      Mr.    Speaker,    and  hon.   members; 
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I  have  come  to  Toronto  and  to  the  province  of  Ontario 

* 

to-day  primarily,  as  your  Prime  Minister  has  just 
indicated,  to  take  part  in  the  ceremonies  connected  with 
the  new  Bank  of  Nova  Scotia  Building  in  this  city..  That 
for  me,  of  course,  would  be  valid  enough  excuse  or 
reason  for  coming  here  because  that  fine  building,  I 
think  all  the  people  in  this  city  will  agree,  is  an 
asset,  and  a  credit,  not  merely  to  the  Bank,  but  to  the 
entire  city  of  Toronto  —  the  Bank  of  Nova  Scotia  Building, 
And  I  am  delighted,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  Mr.  Prime  Minister, 
that  the  traffic  is  not  entirely  one  way.  We  are  not 
always  asking  Ontario  to  give  us  sone  thing;  we  are  giving 
you  a  share  in  that  great  institution,  the  Bank  of  Nova 
Scotia. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:   Here,  here. 

MR.  MACDONALD:  But,  sir,  apart  altogether 
from  that,  the  opportunity  and  the  honour  of  addressing 
this  Assembly  would  well  justify  this  trip  to  Toronto. 
I  am  certainly  deeply  sensitive  of  that  honour,  and  I 
know  that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  will  accept  it  as 
I  do,  as  a  sign  of  good  will  from  one  part  of  Canada  to 
another. 

There  are  many  hon. members  of  this  House  with 
whom  I  have  had  the  honour  of  personal  acquaintenceship 
for  many  years.   Some  perhaps  I  have  riet  in  conference 
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others  I  have  known  in  a  personal  way.   Indeed,  as  I 
look  across  the  House,  I  see  a  friend  and  comrade  of  the 
First  World  ft'ar  of  some  thirty-five  years  ago.  I  doubt 
if  his  appearance  to-day  would  warrant  anybody  in 
assuming  he  had  served  in  that  conflict.   I  think  perhaps 
he  may  have  located  some  of  the  technicalities  with 
regard  to  age,  but,  at  all  events,  he  was  there  and  I 
am  glad  to  see  him  here. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  known,  I  think,  all  of  the 
Prime  Ministers  of  Ontario  since  the  days  of  fir.  Henry. 
I  met  Mr.  Henry  in  the  year  1933  at  a  Dominion-Provincial 
conference  in  Ottawa,  and  I  remind  myself  now  and  again 
with  regret  that  of  all  the  men  who  sat  at  that  table 
in  that  year,  I  am  the  only  one  I  think  now  left  in 
active  public  service.   Some  have  died;  some  have  been 
retired;  some  have  been  translated  to  the  higher  realms, 
such  as  the  Sonate  or  the  Bench,  but  of  all  the  crowd 
who  sat  there  under  the  Chairmanship  of  Right  Hon.  Mr. 
Bennett ,  I  think  I  am  the  only  one  left  in  active  public 
service. 

.Ar.d  I  have  known  the  successors  of  Mr.  Henry. 
I  have  known  the  present  Premier  of  Ontario.   I  have 
sat  with  him  at  conferences,  and  I  can  say  that  at  all 
times  he  has  taken  an  attitude  that  reflects  the  very 
greatest  credit  on  his  ability,  and  what  is  perhaps  even 
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more  important,  on  his  sense  of  honour  and  of  justice. 
Gentlemen,  there  are  some  people  in  Canada 
to-day  who  rather  cry  down  the  idea  of  Provincial 
Government  and  Municipal  Government.  Nov/  and  again  I 
see  a  statement  that  Canada  is  over-governed;  that  we 
should  perhaps  unite  the  Maritime  Provinces  into  one, 
or  perhaps  should  wipe  out  all  provincial  governments 
and  have  a  unitary  state  in  this  country. 

Coupled  with  that,  there  is  often  further 
reference  to  the  work  that  these  provincial  governments 
and  civic  governments  undertake  to  carry  on.  We  do  not 
know  what  the  future  may  bring  in  the  way  of  political 
periods.   I  feel  quite  strongly  at  this  moment  that  Canada 
is  not  yet  ready  for  the  unitary  state.   I  think  that 

municipal  governments  and  provincial  governments  have 
a  very  important  and  vital  tesk  to  discharge;  in  many 
cases  they  are  much  better  able  to  discharge  those  tasks 
than  would  be  a  government  situated  far  away,  and  looking 
into  the  local  conditions  which  the  provincial  and 
municipal  governments  have.   Sc  that,  gentlemen,  I 
think  the  work  you  are  doing  in  the  province  of  Ontario 
as  legislators,  and  the  work  that  your  civic  authorities 
in  Toronto  and  other  cities  are  doing,  is  all  valuable 
and  important  work,  and  I  am  glad,  to  come  here  to-day  for 
no  other  purpose  than  to  wish  you  well. 
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You  referred,  Mr.  Premier,  to  my  association 
with,  the  ancient  and  renowned  city  of  Kingston.   I  must 
say,  in  the  presence  of  the  hon.  member  for  that 
constituency  sitting  immediately  behind  me  (Mr.  Stewart) 
that  nothing  could  be  more  pleasant,  nothing  could  be 
more  inspring  than  the  report  I  received  from  that  city. 
I  say  "support"  because  I  have  never  really  had  to  put 
the  matter  to  the  test,  being  elected  by  acclamation 
during  the  T.7ar.  At  the  end  of  the  Y/ar,  I  resigned  my 
Seat  there  and  went  back  to  Nova  Scotia,  but  the  encourag- 
ment  of  the  citizens  of  that  loyal  city  is  something  I 
shall  always  cherish  and  treasure. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  sir,  I  think  it  is  a  great 

that 
mistake  for  people  to  think  /  everybody  else  in  Canada 

does  not  like  Toronto,  or  "hates  the  province  of  Ontario", 

I  think  a  lot  of  that  is  pure  "josh",  and  is  said  in  a 

jocular  and  jesting  way.   There  is  no  such  sentiment, 

that  I  see.   During  the  war  years,  when  I  came  here  on 

several  occasions  to  speak  to  such  groups  as  the  Canadian 

Club,  the  Empire  Club,  the  Boards  of  Trade,  or  possibly 

the  Navy  League,  certainly  nobody  could  wish  for  finer 

hospitality  or  a  finer  display  of  friendship  than  I 

have  always  experienced  in  this  city  of  Toronto,  and  my 

association  with  this  province,  in  Kingston,  and  my 

association  with  public  men,  all  lead  me  to  say  that,  and 
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to  say  it  sincerely  and  honestly* 

It  has  been  a  great  pleasure  to  be  here, 
sir.  I  can  tell  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  when  I  go 
back  how  warmly  I  have  been  received  and  I  know  that 
they  will  appreciate  as  deeply  as  I  do,  the  honour  you 
have  done  me  to-day.   It  is  a  delight  to  be  here  in 
this  Chamber  on  such  an  occasion. 

SOME  HON. MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear.' 

MR.E.B.JOLLI^FE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
Mr.  Speaker,  perhaps  you  will  permit  me 
very  briefly  to  say  how  grateful  we  are  to  the  Hon. 
Premier  of  Nova  Scotia  for  coming  here  to-day  and  placing 
himself  once  again  under  the  scrutiny  of  the  Legislature. 
As  has  been  indicated  already,  there  is  some 
slight  connection  between  the  old  province  of  Nova 
Scotia  and  the  province  of  Ontario.   Indeed,  not  only 
have  many  of  our  best  citizens  come  from  Nova  Scotia 
to  this  province,  but  a  great  many  Ontario  people,  and 
in  particular,  a  great  many  young  men  of  Ontario  came 
to  know  Nova  Scotia  during  the  war  years  —  during  the 
years  of  both  world  wars  —  not  only  as  a  point  of 
departure  for  Europe,  but  also  as  a  place  upon  which 
the  naval  operations  in  the  Atlantic  were  based,  and 
for  a  very  large  number  of  them,  Nova  Scotia  holds 
interesting  and  pleasurable  memories  in  their 
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association  with  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia. 

I  will  not  say  any  more  except  that  on  an 
occasion  such  as  this,  we  sincerely  signify  to  the 
Premier  of  another  province  that  we  do  not  feel  ourselves 
alone;  that  in  Ontario  we  entertain  the  warmest  feelings 
towards  other  provinces,  and  appreciate  all  that  they 
have  contributed  to  confederation, 

MR.JARQUHAR  OLIVER  (Grey  South):   Mr.  Speaker, 
we  are  certainly  happy  to  welcome  our  distinguished 
visitor  to-day,  particularly  happy  because  of  reasons 
that  should  be  obvious  to  the  membership  of  the  House, 
but,  beyond  that,  and  speaking  for  this  group,  we 
welcome  the  Hon.  Mr.  Macdonald,  here  this  afternoon, 
as  a  great  Canadian  and  as  a  man  who  has  served  this 
country  in  time  of  war,  both  on  the  battlefields  and  in 
the  Cabinet  at  Ottawa  during  the  succeeding  war. 

I  think  Canadians  oftentimes  are  inclined 
to  under -estimate  the  great  services  that  men  like  our 
guest  this  afternoon  make  to  the  national  and  provincial 
life  of  this  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  this  gives  us  an 
opportunity  to  make  up  for  that  which  we  have  perhaps 
lacked  in  the  past,  and  say  to  our  friend  this  afternoon, 
that  we  recognize  in  him,  in  view  of  the  great  v/ork  that 
he  has  done  for  Canada,  his  right  to  bear  the  title  of 
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a  "great  Canadian". 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  He ar# hear: 

ME.  A.  A.  MacLEOD:  (Bellwoods)  :   Mr.  Speaker, 
I  can  assure  you  it  gives  me  very  special  delight  to 
join  with  those  who  have  already  spoken  in  welcoming 
to  this  Assembly,  one  with  whom  I  served  in  the  Nova 
Scotia  Island  Brigade  thirty-five  years  ago.   That  seems 
a  very  long  time  ago  and  when  I  look  at  Mr.  M-.cdonald, 
I  find  it  almost  impossible  to  believe  that  our 
association  dates  back  to  1916.  However,  it  is  a  fact 
that  just  thirty-five  years  ago,  we  were  under  canvas 
at  Aldershot,  just  outside  of  Kent vi lie,  getting 
ready  to  border  the  "Olympic"  on  which  we  sailed  for 
overseas,  in  October,  1916. 

Since  that  time,  our  paths  have  strayed  a 
bit. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:   Oh,  oh! 

MR.  MacLF6>P   But  occasionally  we  do  find 
ourselves  on  common  ground.   As  a  matter  of  fact,  only 
a  few  weeks  ago,  we  stood  together  in  evetjfe   beautiful 
spot  down  on  Cape  Breton  Island,  to  celebrate  the 
Centennial  of  what  Mr.  Mac dona Id  called  bne  of  the 
great  sagas  of  our  country",   and  that  a  namesake  of 
mine  led  800  of  our  fellow  Cape  Bretoners  off  on  a 
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great  migration  to  Ntw  Zeland.  We  were  together  there 
joining  in  the  great  celebration  at  which  the  chief 
of  my  own  elan,  Chief  Flora  MacLeod,  was  the  special 
guest. 

I  may  say  in  passing  that  the  motto  of  the 
M.;cL?.ods  is  "Hold  F:.  st".  Remember  that  when  you  speak 
in  Bellwoods  on  Thursday  night. 

HON.T.  LJCENNELY  (Minister  of  A  riculture): 
You  have  strayed  a  long  way  since  then. 

MR.  MACLEOD:   For  the  reason  that  my  friend- 
ship for  Mr.  M'.-.cdonald  goes  back  many  years,  I  take 
special  pride  in  joining  with  those  who  have  welcomed 
him  here  to-day.   I  am  not  sure  of  this  —  and  Major 
Lewis  can  give  me  the  nod  if  I  am  right  or  wrong  --  but 
I  think  I  am  the  only  Nova  Scotian  —  certainly  I  am 
the  only  Cape  Bretoner  —  who  was  ever  elected  to  the 
Ontario  Legislature.  And  I  am  sure  that  my  good  friend, 
Mr.  Macdonald,  is  glad  that  at  least  one  of  our  bov, 
made  it. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear! 

MR.  MACLEOD:  He  no  doubt  would  have  preferred 
that  it  was  a  good  "Grit",  and  as  second  best,  perhaps 
he  would  have  preferred  a  Tory  or,  failing  that,  he  might 
conceivably  have  preferred  a  C.C.F'er.  Perhaps  I  would 
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have  been  the  last  he  would  have  wanted  to  see.   But 
I  am  here,  and  I  know  he  will  believe  me  when  I  say- 
that  it  is  with  a  great  sense  of  pride  and  satisfaction 
that  I  join  with  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister,  the  Hon.  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  the  Hon.  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party 
in  welcoming  into  our  midst,  a  man  who  is,  first,  a 
Maritimer,  a  Nova  Scotian,  but  who  is  also  that  rarest 
thing  amongst  men,  a  Cape  Bretoner,  and  as  such,  I 
welcome  him  here  to-day. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:   Hear,  hear! 

HON.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):   Mr.  Speaker, 
may  I  have  your  permission  to  escort  our  guest  from  the 
Chamber  and  again  take  this  opportunity  of  thanking  him 
for  coming  here. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:   Hear,  hear  I 

Hon.  Mr.  I.Iacdonald  retires  from  the  Chamber, 
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MR.  SPEAKER:  Orders  of  the  day, 

HON.  LZSLtS  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister): 
Government  Order  Number  1. 

OLD-AGE  ASSISTANCE 

CLERK  OF  TH..  HOUSE:  Government  Order  Number  1; 
Second  Reading  of  Bill  Number  1,  "An  Act  Respecting 
Old-Age  Assistance",  Mr.  Goodfellow. 

HON.  E.  A*.  G00DFELLC\T  (Minister  of  Public 
T"elfare):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  second  reading  of  Bill 
Number  1,  "An  Act  Respecting  Old-Age  Assistance". 

Mr,  Speaker,  yesterday  at  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill,  I  made  some  comprehensive  remarks  in  con- 
nection with  this  Bill.   They  may  not  have  been  as 
clear  as  they  could  have  been;  nevertheless,  I  do  not 
feel  at  this  time  that  I  can  elaborate  on  what  I  said 
in  connection  of  the  purposes  of  the  Bill  yesterday. 

Possibly  when  the  Bill  comes  before  Committee, 
there  may  be  questions  which  the  hon.  members  of  this 
House  would  like  to  ack  in  order  to  give  them  further 
information,  and  I  think  at  that  time  it  will  serve  a 
better  purpose  if  I  do  not  at  this  time  elaborate  on 
any  particular  section  of  the  Bill,  but  wait  until  the 
Bill  gets  into  Committee  stage. 

MISS  AGNES  MacPHAIL  (East  York):  Mr.  Speaker, 
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yesterday  we  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  recent  history 
of  these  bills  which  are  now  before  us,  and  about  the 
Provincial  and  Federal  Governments  agreeing  —  and 
agreeing,  apparently,  from  the  stories  we  hear,  very  well 
indeed.   I,  as  well  as  the  Hon.  r:inister  of  Welfare 
(Mr.  Goodf ellow) ,  am  very  happy  that  the  age  limit  has 
been  lowered,  and  that  the  means  test  has  been  eliminated. 
I  think  all  of  the  hon.  members  of  this  House  agree  with 
what  the  Hon.  Minister  (Mr,  Goodfellow)  said  yesterday 
about  his  pleasure  and  satisfaction  that  we  are  rid  of 
the  means  test,  at  least  for  those  over  70  years  of  age. 

Yesterday  I  thought  --  although  I  may  be  wrong 
—  that  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  (vir.   Frost)  was  taking  a 
great  deal  of  credit,  as  he  is  in  the  habit  of  doing,  for 
his  party,  and  throwing  what  was  left  over  to  the  Liberals, 
I  just  did  not  like  that,  because  it  happens  I  was  in  the 
House  of  Commons  when  the  first  Old-Age  Pension  Bill  was 
passed,  and  now  it  happens  that  I  am  here  when  we  are 
making  it  a  bit  better,  so  there  are  some  things  about 
the  ancient  history,  which  I  want  to  say. 

The  first  time  that  old-age  pensions  was 
mentioned  in  the  House  of  Commons  was  long  before  my 
time,  and  in  the  year  1906,  and  even  before  that,  the 
Trades  and  Labour  Congress  had  been  advocating  it 
within  their  own  organization.   I  do  not  know  anything 
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about  that  debate,  but  at  any  rate,  it  did  not  stick. 

The  first  time  the  old-age  pensions  debate 
really  assumed  political  significance  was  after  hr. 
J.  S.  ,Toodsworth  came  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  he 
started  in  the  first  Parliament  he  attended  --  coming 
there  in  1921  --  to  advocate,  on  every  opportunity  that 
was  offered,  the  suggestion  that  old-age  pensions  be 
established,  and  during  that  Parliament,  a  Committee 
was  set  up  to  study  the  old-age  pensions. 

This  Committee  made  some  recommendations  and 
one  of  the  farmer  members,  Mr.  Irvine, l*i, P.   for 
Wetaskawin,  Alberta,  moved  in  the  House  that  the  old- 
age  pensions  should  be  borne  entirely  by  the  Federal 
Government.   It  was  then  twenty  dollars  a  month,  and 
every  Liberal  and  every  Conservative  in  the  House,  without 
any  exception  whatever,  voted  against  it. 

So  the  conversion  came  some  time  after  that. 
It  had  not  begun  then. 

We  must  to-day,  I  think,  pay  tribute  to  the 
countless  thousands  of  people  throughout  Canada  who 
were  in  favour  of  old-age  pensions;  some  of  them  in 
the  trade  union  movement;  some  of  them  entirely  outside; 
some  in  public  office;  some  not  in  public  office  at  all, 
but  they  educated  other  people,  who  did  not  think  as 
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they  did,  until  it  became  politically  expedient  to  bring 
in  the  old-age  pension  bill. 

Mr.  T."oodsworth,  on  Larch  1st,  1923,  asked  the 
Government  of  the  Rt.-Hon.  Mackenzie  King  if  they 
intended  that  year  to  bring  in  the  old-age  pensions 
bill,  and  he  was  replied  to  by  Hon.  Mr.  Fielding,  who 
said  they  had  given  it  no  consideration.   So  the  con- 
version had  not  happened  then.   That  was  in  1923. 

Mr.  J.  S.  VIoodsworth  was,  as  you  know,  the 
founder  of  the  Socialist  Party  in  Canada,  which  is 
now  called  the  "C.C.F."   He  was  a  man  with  great  vision 
and  absolutely  selfless  in  his  devotion  to  the  people 
of  Canada,  particularly  to  those  people  who  needed  help 
the  most. 

SOME  HON.  KBK3ZRS:  Hear,  hear. 

MISS  MacPHAlL:  In  1925  there  was  an  election, 
and  nobody  had  a  majority.   The  Liberals  had  not  a 
majority,  and  the  Conservatives  had  not  a  majority, 
but  there  was  a  group  elected,  the  Farm  and  Labour 
Group,  at  that  time  holding  the  balance  of  power  between 
the  two  —  you  know,  this  "teeter-totter"  business. 

It  was  terrific  to  withstand  the  pressure,  but 
it  was  interesting  —  very  interesting  —  to  see  how 
far  the  parties  would  go  when  they  wanted  our  support. 
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Of  course,  I  have  learned  a  long  time  ago,  that  when 
one  wants  something,  and  by  getting  it  you  will  support 
a  party,  to  keep  them  in  power,  you  will  get  it.  Maybe 
you  will  not  get  it  at  any  other  time,  but  you  will  get 
it  then. 

We  were  not  interested  in  who  was  the  Prime 
Minister  of  Canada;  we  did  not  care  whether  it  was  Mr. 
King  of  Mr.  Meighen.   In  fact,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  never 
been  able  to  see  any  difference  between  the  Liberals 
and  the  Conservatives. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MISS  MacPHAIL:  Although  at  the  moment,  I  do 
think  the  Conservative  leader  has  it  "all  over"  the 
so-called  Liberal  leader  out  in  the  country,  especially 
in  looks,  and  I  do  not  care  how  often  he  is  photographed, 
if  it  will  keep  the  other  fellow's  picture  out  of  the 
papers. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Oh,  oh. 

MISS  MacPHAlL:  Because  I  am  almost  tempted  to 
stop  taking  the  Star,  because  of  the  pictures  in  it. 

In  those  difficult  times  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  a  Committee  of  five  members  of  the  Farmer- 
Labour  Group  —  of  which  I  was  one  —  interviewed  the 
then  Prime  Minister,  rtt.-Hon,  Mackenzie  King,  advocating 
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certain  things,  and  offering  him  our  support.  We  said 
we  would  give  him  support  in  return  for  certain  things 
we  wanted  done,  one  of  which  was  old-age  pensions.  He 
was  quite  affable  under  these  conditions.  He  was  really 
quite  friendly. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MISS  MacPHAIL:  There  is  no  use  in  going  into 
all  the  ancient  history.   You  remember  how  the  Liberals 
came  in  for  quite  a  time,  and  then  Mr.  keighen  became 
the  Prime  Minister.  He  was  not  very  approachable,  and 
he  just  thought  if  he  was  going  to  be  the  Prime  Minister, 
he  would  be  the  Prime  Minister,  and  bring  in  anything  he 
liked,  so  we  kept  him  in  there  about  three  days.  But 
those  were  terrific  days.   It  was  not  because  we  did  not 
like  Mr.  Meighen,  but  I  think  his  opinion  about  old-age 
pensions  to-day  is  just  as  it  was  then;  he  was  a  most 
unhappy-looking  man.   I  think  his  opinions  now  are  just 
what  they  used  to  be.   The  book  that  he  has  recently 
sent  out,  entitled,  "Unrevised  and  Unrepentant",  I 
think  shows  just  how  he  feels. 

I  remember  one  time  in  fairly  recent  years 
"Bill"  Irvine,  who  wanted  the  Federal  Government  to 
carry  the  whole  cost  of  old-age  pensions  at  70  or 
over,  away  back  in  1925,  and  now  we  are  just  getting 
around  to  "Bill's"  idea.   He  always  liked  Mr,  Meighen 
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personally,  because  what  we  may  think  of  a  person 
politically  has  nothing  to  do  with  what  we  think  of 
him  privately.   I  think  it  was  in  V.'innipeg  that  "Bill" 
said,  "I  met  Arthur  Leighen,  and  he  asked  me  to  go  to 
lunch,  and  I  am  going",  and  when  ke  came  back,  he  said, 
"I  can  hardly  believe  it;  but  Arthur  Leighen  is  not  in 
favour  of  old-age  pensions." 

Ml.  J.  B.  SaLSB^RG  (St. undrew):  Shame,  shame. 

iiR.  a.  A.  MacLEOD  (Bellwoods)  :"Unrevised  and 
Unrepentant". 

MISS  MacPHAlL:  After  the  election  of  1926, 
things  changed  a  little  bit.   It  gave  a  majority  to  the 
liberals,  and  they  have  been  able  to  keep  it  almost  ever 
since.   Oh,  yes,  I  did  want  to  say  that  the  difference 
between  the  Liberals  and  the  Conservatives,  as  far  as 
I  can  make  out,  is  that  federally  the  Liberals  have  been 
able  to  secure,  power  and  keep  it  most  of  the  time,  while 
Provincially,  the  Conservatives  have  done  the  same  thing 
in  the  Province,  that  is,  have  been  able  to  stay  in 
power,  most  of  the  time. 

"Then  they  came  back  in  1926,  ..r.  "./oodsworth 
and  Mr.  Heaps  wrote  very  briefly  exactly  the  same 
letter  to  Rt.-Kon.  -Mr.  King  and  I-jt.  Meighen.  They  are 
both  practically  the  same  letter.   The  one  to  Mr, 
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King  says : 

"Dear  Mr.  King: 

as  representatives  of  labour  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  may  we  ask  whether  it  is  your  inten- 
tion to  introduce  at  this  Session  legislation 
with  regard  to  (a)  provision  for  the  unemployed; 
and  (b)  old-age  pensions. 

Tre  are  venturing  to  send  a  similar  inquiry 
to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition." 
They  must  have  thought  it  was  a  little  daring, 
when  they  "ventured" . 

That  letter  went  both  to  fit. -Hon.  Mr.  King, 
and  Rt-Hon.  Mr,  keighen. 

Rt.-Hon.  Mr.  Meighen  replied  regarding  old-age 
pensions,  and  in  answer  to  a  question  from  Mr.  Neill, 
Mr.  Lapointe,  speaking  for  the  Government,  further 
indicated  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  introduce  at  this  Session,  legislation  with  respect 
to  old-age  pensions.   This  letter  says: 

"You  will  observe  that  the  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Lapointe  was  in  accordance  with  the  intima- 
tion which  I  gave  to  Mr.  Heaps  and  yourself, 
at  the  time  of  our  interview,  following  the 
receipt  of  the  communication  herein  referred 
to." 
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And  the  letter  from  Rt.-Hon.  Mr,    King  to  Kr, 

¥oodsworth  is  framed  and  hangs  to-day  in  the  Federal 

V'oodsworth  House  in  Ottawa. 

Rt.-Hon.  Mr»  heighen  said  this  --  and  I  am 

leaving  out  the  part  about  unemployment  — 
"Dear  Mr.  1  oodsworth: 

As  to  old-age  pensions,  I  stated  my 
views  to  you  on  the  date  your  letter  was  written. 
May  I  add  that  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  I  would 
consult  most  carefully,  and  in  a  spirit  of  the 
utmost  sympathy  with  labour  representatives  and 
those  most  interested  in  labour  questions. 
Senator  Robertson,  for  example,  has  given  this 
subject  more  attention  than  any  single  man  I 
know  of  — " 

That  I  doubt. 

" — and  I  wou|d  certainly  receive  most  favourably 
any  suggestion  he  would  make  thereon.   As  stated 
to  you  personally,  while  1  feel  there  are  other 
subjects  demanding  attention  in  more  pressing 
form  at  the  present  time,  I  realize  that  this 
is  one  of  importance,  and  will  always  be  regarded 
by  me  as  such." 

T."hich  does  not  mean  much,  but  is  well,  —  more  or  less 
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in  a  friendly  spirit.   Still  nothing  was  done,  except 
at  that  time  the  Government  did  bring  down  the  legis- 
lation, and  did  pass  it,  but  the  thing  I  want  to  stress 
so  that  nobody  will  ever  forget  it  is,  the  Government 
brought  it  down  after  there  had  been  tremendous  pressure 
put  on  them,  and  after  they  had  agreed  in  writing  that 
if  they  were  re-elected,  they  would  bring  down  the 
old-age  pension  law. 

So  it  was  not  because  the  Liberals  at  that  time 
were  in  favour  of  it.   I  still  remember  just  a  year  before, 
there  were  arguments  against  it;  they  put  up  the  argu- 
ments that  all  the  children  were  going  to  forsake  their 
parents,  and  everybody  would  stop  working  because  they 
would  get  a  pension  at  70,  although  they  never  made  clear 
how  you  were  going  to  reach  70. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Oh,  oh. 

MISS  MacPHAIL:   However,  speeches  like  that  were 
made  by  Liberal  after  Liberal,  and  by  Conservative  after 
Conservative  in  the  House  of  Commons,  so  I  cannot  sit 
here  and  hear  the  Conservatives  and  the  Liberals  of 
this  House  take  credit  for  the  old-age  pensions. 

I  am  glad  we  are  doing  something  to  make  it 
better,  but  that  they  brought  it  down  in  the  first 
place,  is  just  absolute  nonsense.   They  did  not.   They 
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were  not  in  favour  of  it.   They  would  not  have  brought 
it  down  had  they  not  wanted  to  stay  in  power.   That  is 
why  the  old-age  pension  bill  was  brought  down  in  the  first 
place. 

SOME  HON.  ftE&BERS:  Hear,  hear. 

KISS  hacPHAIL:  It  was  passed  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1926,  thrown  out  in  the  Senate,  passed  again 
by  the  Commons  in  1927,  assented  to  by  the  Senate,  and 
signed  by  the  Governor-General,  and  thus  became  law. 

But  the  ,,,20.00  at  that  time  would  be  better  than 
,,,40.00  now.   I  think  that  is  a  thing  we  must  remember. 
After  all,  ,,20.00  in  1927  —  well,  a  dollar  was  a  good 
deal  of  money.   To-day  it  is  a  very  small  bit.   So  when 
they  say  that  they  have  doubled  the  amount  of  money,  that 
is  far  from  true,  particularly  in  an  inflationary  period 
like  this.   In  fact,  I  want  to  say  one  other  thing,  that 
not  only  in  the  case  of  old-age  pensions,  but  all  the 
social  legislation  I  have  watched  during  the  last  thirty 
years  --  and  it  will  be  thirty  years  on  the  sixth  day  of 
December  when  I  was  first  elected  to  the  House  of  Commons 
—  almost  all  of  it  has  co:;:e  down  because  a  party  was 
seeking  power  and  made  definite  promises,  which  they  kept 
in  this  case,  or  they  were  shoved  into  that  position  by 
a  desire  to  stay  in  power.   And  regarding  this  man  who  is 
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going  to  do  so  much  for  Ontario,  and  which  will  cost 
less  —  well,  I  do  not  know  what  will  happen  about  that, 
we  will  have  to  wait  and  see. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MISS  MacPHAIL:  From  now  on  we  will  go  on 
improving  the  legislation  little  by  little,  but  again, 
we  will  get  the  improvements  only  at  the  time  it  suits 
the  Government  because  of  pressure  or  because  of  a  desire 
to  attain  power  or  stay  in  power,  to  give  it. 

I  am  quite  cynical  about  Governments.   I  have 
watched  them  too  long.  You  get  out  of  them  the  very 
minimum  they  must  give  to  stay  where  they  are. 

Vie  in  the  C.C.F.  are  going  to  vote  for  this  Bill. 
It  represents  an  important  step  towards  the  goal  of 
social  justice  for  which  some  of  us  have  been  talking  and 
fighting  for  the  last  thirty  years.   Of  course,  we  will 
vote  for  it.   It  is  our  baby. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MISS  MacPHAIL:  But  just  because  the  old  parties 
have  wakened  up  late  to  the  need  which  exists,  and  because 
the  need  has  existed  for  many  years  —  just  because  you 
have  taken  one  step  toward  doing  something  about  it, 
I  hope  you  will  not  go  out  and  say  that  the  millenium 
has  come,  and  you  brought  it  in  yourselves.   It  has  not 
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come,  in  the  first  place,  and,  secondly,  you  did  not 
bring  it  in. 

There  are  a  lot  of  improvements  to  be  made  in 
old-age  pensions,  even  if  this  bill  is  passed.   I  will 
tell  you  some  of  them.   This  is  what  the  C.C.F.  proposes: 

"The  pension  itself  should  be  more  than  the 

miserable  ,^40.00  per  month. 

"We,  in  the  C.C.F.  believe  we  have  placed  our 

mark  at  ^50.00  years  ago,  and  if  the  cost  of 

living  keeps  going  up,  we  will  have  to  raise 

that  ,o 5 0.00  to  „;60.00. 

"The  Ontario  Government  should  go  to  Ottawa  and 

demand  — 
maybe  "demand"  is  not  the  right  word  to  use  as  between 
such  friends  as  the  Hon.  Premier  of  Ontario  (Mr,  Frost) 
and  the  Rt.-Kon.  Prime  Minister  of  Canada  (Mr.  St. 
Laurent),  but  they  should  arrange  with  Ottawa  so  that 
Ottawa  will  pay  a  fair  share  of  the  basic  pension, 

I  defy  anybody  in  this  assembly  to  keep  them- 
selves, provide  shelter  with  heat  in  the  winter,  and 
clothing  and  food,  on  ,r<40.00  a  month.   I  would  like  to 
see  us  all  have  to  try  it  for  a  few  months.  We  may  have 
to  wait  a  long  time  before  Ottawa  acts.   I  mean,  if  we 
are  judging  it  from  the  time  when  old-age  pensions  were 
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first  mentioned,  and  when  it  was  introduced,  and  when 
the  improvements  came,  I  think  we  will  have  to  wait  a 
long  time  before  Ottawa  acts.  And  hungry  old  people  just 
cannot  wait. 

Therefore,  the  C.C.F.  asks  this  Government  now, 
at  this  Session,  to  make  provision  in  this  Bill  for  a 
ten  dollars  cost-of-living  bonus  for  all  pensioners  from 
65  to  69  years  of  age  inclusive.   I  think  this  Government 
should  also  put  pressure  on  Ottawa  to  pay  at  least  fifty 
dollars  a  month  to  the  old-age  pensioners  of  70  and  over. 

New  legislation  providing  for  the  old  age  pensions 
will  be  introduced  at  Ottawa  next  month,  and  a  few  words 
from  your  Government  might  persuade  them  to  raise  their 
sights  to  ,,.50.00  —  again  I  say  since  the  Hon.  Premier 
and  the  Rt.-Hon.  Prime  Minister  are  such  good  friends. 
They  might  be  persuaded,  especially  if  the  Province  of 
Ontario  had  already  set  them  an  example. 

If  Ottawa  fails  to  act,  then  I  think  we  will  have 
to  consider  here  seriously  whether  we  in  Ontario  will 
still  have  an  obligation  to  assist  people  of  70  and 
over  who  are  in  serious  need,  and  they  are  people  whose 
need  will  not  be  lessened,  because  anyone  who  gets 
>40.00  a  month  to  live  on  these  days  certainly  is  in 
serious  need. 
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This  Government  should,  demand  that  Ottawa 
should  be  more  generous  with  this  ridiculous  means  test 
for  people  between  65  and  69.  a  lot  of  them  can  do  a 
little  work,  and  they  would  be  more  happy  and  more  useful 
if  they  were  permitted  to  do  a  little  work  without  inter- 
fering with  their  pension.  ,Te  should  encourage  them  to 
do  as  much  work  as  they  are  able.   Instead,  however,  we 
penalize  them  if  they  earn  more  than  ,20.00  a  month. 
T"ell,  you  can  earn  twenty  dollars  working  at  some  things 
in  an  afternoon. 

The  C.C.F.  want  to  see  the  means  test  abolished 
altogether,  but  if  we  must  have  it,  let  us  be  reasonable 
about  it.   I  think  they  should  be  permitted  to  have  an 
income  equal  to  the  income  tax  exemption,  one  thousand 
dollars  for  a  single  person,  and  two  thousand  dollars 
for  a  married  couple. 

Finally  —  and  this  is  entirely  the  responsibility 
of  this  Government  —  we  should  be  doing  a  lot  more  for 
the  health  of  the  old-age  pensioners  than  we  are  now 
doing.   I  was  pleased  to  hear  the  Hon.  Minister  of 
T"elfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  say  yesterday  that  medical 
services  would  be  continued  to  needy  persons  over  70, 
but  what  is  indicated  in  a  recent  survey,  what  is  allotted 
out  of  the  total  appropriation  this  year,  amounts  to  just 


B-16 


SO   cents  per  month  for  each  pensioner,  if  they  need 
medical  care.   If  they  need  hospital  care,  they  have 
to  go  to  the  city  and  prove  themselves  paupers. 

I  want  to  see  every  pensioner  who  needs  it  get 
complete  health  service,  medical  care  paid  for  at  a 
decent  rate,  hospital  care,  dental  Cc.re,  and  whatever 
else  they  need.   Saskatchewan  has  been  doing  it  for 
many  years.   The  Liberal  and  Coalition  Government, 
working  together  to  keep  the  C.C.F.  out  of  power,  is 
doing  it  also.  Why  cannot  wealthy  Ontario  do  it? 
Ontario  is  wealthy;  there  is  no  doubt  about  that.  We 
have  great  resources;  why  can  we  not  do  what  British 
Columbia  and  Saskatchewan  are  doing?  Ontario  likes  to 
strut  a  bit  sometimes,  and  this  is  its  chance. 

SOLE  hon.  HEMUBRS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  F.  OLIVSE  (Grey  South):  Mr.  opeaker,  speaking 
for  just  a  few  moments  on  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  I  want  to  assure  the  House  that  I  am  not  going 
to  enter  into  the  competition  as  to  which  party  is  the 
more  responsible  for  any  progress  which  has  been  made 
in  old-age  pension  legislation. 

I  agree  with  my  friend  the  hon.  member  for 
East  York  (Miss  i<cPhail)  that  no  particular  party 
is  wholly  responsible,  and  can  claim  all  the  credit. 
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Old-age  pension  legislation  —  the  improvements  in  it  — 
as,  indeed,  the  improvements  in  all  forms  of  social 
legislation  --  come  from  the  many  interested  people  of 
our  Province  and  our  Dominion  pooling  their  thoughts  and 
energies  together  and  letting  the  Government  and  the 
parties  know  what  their  opinions  are  on  these  particular 
matters.  So  this  afternoon  I  think  all  of  us,  the  three 
groups  in  this  House  -- 

MR.  MacLEOD:  The  four  groups. 

MR.  OLIVER:  Well,  the  number  of  the  groups  in 
the  House,  can  claim  to  having  made  some  impression 
upon  the  Government  here  and  at  Ottawa  for  any  improve- 
ments which  have  been  made  in  the  Old  Age  Pension  Legis- 
lation. 

The  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mss  MacPhail) 
mentioned  that  the  Old-Age  Pension  Act  in  Canada  came 
into  force  in  1927.   If  I  am  not  mistaken,  the  basic 
rate  at  that  time  was  twenty  dollars  per  month. 

There  have  been  down  through  the  years  many 
improvements  to  the  original  old-age  pension  Act,  but 
the  present  move  on  the  part  of  the  Dominion  Government 
at  Ottawa  and  the  present  Ontario  Government  here  in 
queen's  Park,  have  made,  in  my  judgment,  the  greatest 
move  forward  there  has  been  made  in  the  old-age  pensions 
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legislation  since  1927. 

The  old-age  pensions  at  Ottawa  came  about,  as 
the  House  will  recall,  first,  through  an  inter-party 
Parliamentary  Committee,  which  sat  on  this  particular 
matter  and  brought  in  recommendations  to  the  Government 
of  the  day  as  to  how  the  Old-age  Pensions  Act  could  be 
improved. 

The  Government,  to  their  credit,  and  I  do  think 
credit  should  be  given  to  them  --  adopted  in  the  main 
or  liberalized  some  of  its  features,  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Parliamentary  Committee.   They  brought 
legislation  into  the  Parliament  of  Canada  and  will,  at 
the  Fall  Session,  bring  in  additional  legislation  bearing 
on  this  great  social  matter. 

The  pc'.nt  I  want  to  make  this  afternoon  is  very 
brief  indeed,  and  it  is  to  say  this;  that  as  I  read  the 
two  bills,  the  Dominion  01d-Av.e  Pensions  Bill,  and  the 
one  introduced  here  yesterday,  I  think  that  one  is 
complementary  to  the  other;  that  is,  I  would  say  that 
the  Ontario  Bill  is  complementary  wholly  to  that 
Dominion  Bill.   It  follows  it  almost  completely  in  its 
text;  it  follows  all  the  forward-looking  parts  of  the 
Dominion  Bill,  and  goes  all  the  way  with  the  Dominion 
in  improving  the  status  of  the  elderly  people  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada. 
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When  my  friend  the  Hon.  Minister  of  Welfare 
(Mr.  Goodfellow)  was  speaking  yesterday,  I  had  in  mind 
that  he  was  sort  of  patting  the  present  government  on 
the  back,  and  if  any  government  needs  any  patting  on 
the  back  by  way  of  encouragement,  it  is  the  present 
group  across  the  way.   He  said  that  at  last  they  have 
rid  themselves  of  this  miserable  means  test.   Of  course, 
the  Federal  legislation  provides  quite  specifically 
that  the  Dominion  Government  will,  in  themselves,  do 
away  with  the  means  test;  therefore,  it  is  not  to  the 
credit  of  the  present  Government  to  say  they  are 
lifting  from  the  shoulders  of  the  people,  the  means 
test.  They  are  simply  following  the  design  of  the  Act 
which  does  away  with  that  very  obnoxious  thing. 

MR.  FROST:  Were  not  both  arrived  at  as  a  result 
of  the  agreement  between  the  Governments? 

MR.  OLIVER:  It  came  out  of  a  Parliamentary 
Committee  first.   I  will  agree  with  my  friend  the 
Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  that  there  was  agreement 
between  the  Provincial  Governments  and  that  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  but  I  think  he  should  be  fair  enough 
to  say  there  were  nine  other  provinces  besides  Ontario, 
and  those  nine  provinces  should  be  given  full  credit 
for  the  part  they  played  in  giving  way,  in  some  instances, 
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and  for  the  contributions  which  they  made  to  that 
debate,  where  the  final  outcome  was  arrived  at. 

T,"hen  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  was 
speaking  yesterday,  he  said  something  at  which  I  was 
surprised  --  but  that  is  not  unusual.   He  said  it  would 
cost  Ontario  more  to  take  care  of  the  age-group  between 
65  and  69  than  to  pay  the  25$  to  the  over-70  group. 
When  the  Hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  speaks  in 
winding  up  this  debate,  I  think  he  should  clarify  that 
picture  for  the  House,  because  I  would  be  greatly 
surprised  if  that  is  the  case,  if  the  actual  cost  of 
pensions,  excluding  medical  services,  is  going  to  be 
greater  on  the  people  of  this  province  in  that  age- 
group  of  between  65  and  69,  than  it  was  when  we  paid 
the  quarter-share  of  those  over  70. 

I  know  it  was  the  view  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Martin, 
when  he  introduced  the  Bill  in  the  House,  and  it  is 
recorded  in  Hansard,  that  Hon.  Mr,  Martin  said  that 
it  would  not  cost  the  province  more  to  enter  into  the 
new  agreement  than  the  contributions  they  were  making 
under  the  former  one,   I  think  the  real  step  in  this 
legislation  is  the  inclusion  of  that  group  from  65  to 
69.   I  am  as  happy  about  it  as  I  am  sure  my  friend 
the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Miss  MacPhail)  is.   I 
think  we  are  all  anxious,  and  have  been  for  some  time, 
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about  this,  and  we  are  happy  to  know  that  how  it  has 
come  about  that  that  group  of  people  who  were  the 
forgotten  class  in  the  years  which  have  gone  are  now 
remembered,  and  that  Governments,  both  Provincial  and 
Federal,  are  at  last  beginning  to  realize  their 
responsibility  in  that  particular  matter.   There  is 
nothing  I  think  more  pitiful  than  people  between  65 
and  70,  whose  earning  years  are  passed,  and  who  have 
nothing  put  aside  for  a  rainy  day,  who  have  no  income 
whatever  to  sustain  them  in  this  Province  and  in  this 
country.   I  think  it  stands  to  the  credit  of  all  parties 
that  through  the  pressure  of  public  opinion,  down  through 
the  years,  we  have  been  able  to  take  this  great  step 
forward. 

I  say  to  you  this  afternoon,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
in  my  judgment  there  is  not  a  greater  good  that  a 
Government  can  do,  than  to  move  along  the  path  of 
social  legislation  and  social  progress.   To  me  it  is  a 
Fign  of  good  government  if  a  government  accepts  its 
responsibilities  in  these  particular  matters. 

This  old-age  pension  legislation,  as  we  have 
it  before  us,  should  be  comparable  to  what  is  prevalent 
in  other  jurisdictions  in  the  world.   It  may  surpass 
former  legislation,  but  I  do  not  think  it  should  be 
the  last  word.   I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  East 
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York  (Miss  kacPhail),  when  she  spoke  about  the  fcrty- 
dollar  maximum  pension,  and  I  would  go  along  with  her 
in  the  demand  that  the  Government  canvass  the'  possi- 
bility of  paying  a  supplementary  amount  to  those 
people  now  receiving  forty  dollars  a  month*   It  might 
be  that  i"  ^ther  provinces  of  Canada,  provinces 
younger  than  we  are,  and  not  as  blessed  with  this 
world's  goods  as  we  are  in  Ontario,  that  they  could 
not  see  their  way  clear  to  pay  beyond  the  forty  dollars, 
but  there  is  no  real,  genuine  reason,  why  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  fortified  as  they  are  by  the  boundlessness 
of  their  resources,  by  the  energy  of  their  people, 
by  the  amalgamated  wealth  of  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
—  why  we  should  not  be  able  to  pay  our  elderly  people 
a  supplementary  amount,  at  least  until  something 
happens  to  the  cost  of  living  in  a  way  different  than 
has  been  done  in  the  last  year  or  so. 

I  want  to  say  that  we  are  going  to  vote  for 
this  Bill  --  for  these  Bills  that  are  on  the  order 
paper,  and  in  doing  that,  we  are  making  a  contribution 
to  the  people  of  Ontario,  and  of  Canada,  and  we  are 
helping  those  people  in  the  upper-age  brackets,  in 
order  that  they  may  enjoy  life  a  little  more  than  they 
have  been  able  to  do  in  the  past. 
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I  want  to  point  out  that  when  the  Hon.  Minister 
(Mr.  Goodfellow)  speaks,  I  wish  he  would  say  to  the 
House  just  what  our  costs  are,  and  how  they  are  arrived 
at,  because  to  me  that  is  an  important  situation.   I 
would  be  surprised  if  we  pay  more  than  we  were  paying, 
and  if  we  are  not  paying  more  than  we  were  paying,  then 
we  can  pay  a  supplementary  amount  of  ten  dollars  per 
month. 

SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  A.  A.  MacLEOD  (Bellwoods):  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
think  it  was  very  fitting  indeed  that  the  discussion 
on  this  Bill  should  have  been  initiated  from  this  side 
of  the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Miss 
MacPhail) . 

I  listened  with  great  interest  to  what  she  had 
to  say,  because  it  just  so  happens  that  I  was  a  very 
interested  and  close  spectator  of  the  events  she 
described  in  1926.   I  remember  being  in  Mr.  Woodworth's 
office,  together  with  the  hon.  member  for  East  York 
(Miss  MacPhail)  and  others,  during  those  days  when  the 
fate  of  Governments  lay  in  their  hands,  and  it  is  a 
fact  that  back  during  that  period,  that  the  hon.  member 
for  East  York  (Miss  MacPhail)  and  others  were  conscious 
of  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  in  this  country 
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who  were  committed  to  the  old-age  pensions,  and  who 
looked  to  that  small  group  in  Parliament  to  give 
expression  to  their  demands  for  that  reform. 

Now,  of  course,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  would  be  wrong 
to  use  up  too  much  of  the  discussion  on  these  Bills 
raking  up  the  dead  and  dismal  past,  but  I  must  say, 
as  I  listened  to  my  good  friend,  the  Hon.  Minister  of 
T"elfare  (Mr.  Goodf el low) ,  and  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister 
(Mr.  Frost)  yesterday  afternoon,  fchat  I  did  feel  they 
were  laying  it  on  a  bit  thick. 

MISS  MacPHAlL:  They  did. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  Yes,  I  think  the  Hon.  Prime 
Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  was  just  a  little  bit  syruppy, 
having  regard  to  the  past.   For  a  while  I  thought  if 
the  C.B.C.  was  going  to  do  another  sketch  of  him  for 
next  year's  series,  they  might  very  well  entitle  it 
"The  :'izard  of  Ooze"  -- 

ri.  JOLLIFFE:  How  do  you  spell  that? 

MR.  MacLEOD:  Not  the  ''Vizard  of  Oz",  but  the 
"Wizard  of  Ooze",  because  he  was  oozing  good-will 
from  every  pregnant  pore  yesterday  afternoon. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Oh,  oh. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  I  could  not  help  but  contrast 
that  good-will,  which,  flowing  like  sap,  with  the 
pages  of  Hansard  of  194#.   Just  get  hold  of  that  volume 
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and  look  at  those  pages.   Page  after  page,  page  after 
page  of  cynical  interruptions  from  that  side  of  the 
House,  when  we  were  saying  some  of  the  things  the  two 
Hon.  Ministers  said  yesterday  afternoon. 

Now,  of  course,  we  cannot  ignore  the  past. 
I  have  just  one  choice  little  morsel  here,  which  I 
think  should  be  put  on  the  record  again;  a  typical 
remark  from  a  Tory  of  1926,  who  has  now  gone  to  his 
reward,  whatever  that  may  be.   This  is  what  he  said: 
"If  this  Bill  —  the  old-age  pensions  --  is 
passed,  the  obligations  of  the  children  to  look 
after  their  fathers,  mothers,  grandfathers  and 
grandmothers,  goes  by  the  board.   Is  it 
judicious  for  us  to  impose  upon  our  country 
such  socialistic  legislation  as  this,  because 
it  is  nothing  else,  when  there  is  no  call  for 
it?" 
That  represented  the  Tory  point  of  view  in  1927. 
MR.  JOLLIFFZ:  Who  said  that? 
MR.  MacLEOD:  That  was  a  man  whom  in  later 
years  I  came  to  know  very  well.   "e  sailed  to  Europe 
together  in  1936,  attending  a  conference  in  Europe, 
Senator  E.  P..Ballou.   He  was  a  Director  of  Bosco. 

It  can  be  said  that  changes  take  place  in  the 
Progressive-Conservative  and  the  Liberal  parties,  and 
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we  did  make  a  beginning  by  establishing  the  old-age 
oensions  of  twenty  dollars  a  month  with  a  means  test, 
Many  were  made  inside  Parliament  and  out,  during  those 
years  to  abolish  the  means  test  altogether,  and  bring 
the  pension  up  t o  something  like  a  reasonable  figure. 

Now,  the  people  of  this  country  in  the  midst 
of  the  war,  and  immediately  following  the  war,  were 
very  determined  to  get  rid  of  the  means  test.   It  was 
no  accident,  the  abolition  of  the  means  test  and  the 
raising  of  the  pensions  stood  out  very  prominently  in 
the  social  securities  program  advanced  by  the  Liberal 
Federal  Government  in  1945. 

That  was  one  of  their  proposals  for  immediate 
implementation,  the  abolition  of  the  means  test  for 
all  over  70  years,  and  the  raising  of  the  basic  pension 
to  thirty  dollars,  and  establishing  a  means  test  pension 
for  those  between  65  and  70.   I  notice  the  Hon.  Ministers 
do  not  choose  to  call  it  the  "means  test"  any  more;  they 
call  it  the  "eligibility  test",  but  that  kind  of  a  test 
by  any  name  smells  rather  bad,  does  it  not? 

There  was  a  .conference  in  1945  of  the  provincial 
governments  with  the  Federal  Government  to  consider  that 
program,  but  who  was  it  who  wrecked  that  conference? 
Who  was  it  who  scuttled  that  conference?  VJhat  govern- 
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merit  was  it  who  set  its  face  against  the  social 
security  program?  '.."hat  government  said,  "Let  us  take 
the  cash,  and  let  the  social  security  go."?  That 
Government  over  there. 


(Page  B-2S  follows) 
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MR.  tfROST  (Prime  Minister)  I  would  say  to 
the  hon.  member  (Mr.  M&cLaod)  that  he  knows  better  than 
that.   Some  of  the  provinces  have  not  entered  into  any 
fiscal  agreement  with  the  federal  government,  but  that 
does  not  constitute  any  part  of  the  old-age  pension 
legislation  or  other  social  legislation.   It  was  made 
clear  at  the  last  conference  that  those  matters  were 
entirely  separate;   that  they  were  unrelated. 

ME.  MacLEOD:  Well,  Mr.  Soeaker,  then  I  say 
that  this  government,  then  led  by  Mr.  Drew,  had  no 
desire  for  an  agreement  with  Ottawa  which  would  make 
that  social  security  program  possible.   Obviously,  this 
could  not  be  done  unless  it  was  part  of  the  over-all 
agreement,  and  this  government  argued  against  the  Dominion 
fiscal  proposition  in  1945  --  not  so  much  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  not  going  to  get  enough  money,  as  I 
remember  Mr.  Drew,  and  the  present  hon.  Attorney  General 
(Mr.  Porter)  saying  that  Ontario  did  not  want  all  that 
monefc,  because  if  they  had  that  money,  there  would  be 
demands  from  the  people  to  spend  it,  and  they  would 
rather  control  their  revenue  -by  going  it  alone.   That 
was  their  line.  No  question  about  that,  and  while  he 
was  speaking  yesterday  afternoon,  when  he  was  trying  to 
stimulate  statesmanship,  I  could  not  help  but  ask  myself 
why  he  did  not  make  that  speech  in  1945? 


B-29 

MR.  FROST:   I  would  say  bo  the  hon.  member 
(Mr.  'MacLeod)  that  I  did,  but  he  did  not  listen  to  me. 

MR.  MacLEOD:   No,  "George  the  Magnificent" 
went  down  the  line  with  that  policy.   It  was  only  after 
Mr.  Drew  was  reduced  to  political  dust  in  the  province 
of  Ontario  that  my  friend  the  hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr. 
Frost)  decided  he  was  not  going  to  travel  that  road. 
He  figured  he  could  get  more  flies  with  sugar  than  he 
could  with  vinegar.  He  is  very  adept  at  that.   There 
will  be  a  lot  of  Liberals  voting  with  him,  after  this 
afternoon. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  must  be  said  that  these 
Bills  which  now  give  effect  of  law  so  far  as  this  province 
is  concerned,  in-.tho  elimination  cf  the  heated  means 
test  are  twenty- five  years  too  late.   Many  tens  of 
thousands  of  elderly  people  in  this  province  and  in 
this  country,  went  to  their  graven  prematurely  because 
no  adequate  provision  was  made  for  them. 

SOME  non.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear! 

MR.  FROST:   And  let  those  who  governed  during 
that  period  accept  responsibility  for  that. 

However,  we  are  glad  that  this  government,  for 
whatever  reason  --  and  I  am  prepared  to  admit  that  they 
have  at  las"t/seen  the  justice  of  what  others  said  many 
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years  agp  —  and  it  takes  a  Progressive-Conservative  an 
awfully  long  time  to  learn,  but  they  do  learn  --  the 
Leader  of  the  Liberal  group  said  we  should  give  credit. 
I  have  always  said  that  this  is  not  the  worst  government 
has  ever  had  in  its  history.   I  am  prepared  to  admit 
that  a  research  group,  if  they  went  back  far  eLOUgh, 
could  find  one  that  was  at  least  slightly  worse  — 

MR.  JOLLItfFS:   They  would  not  have  to  go 
back  very  far. 

MR.  MacLSOD:   They  brought  forward  legislation 
in  the  form  of  these  two  Bills  which  will  receive,  I 
believe,  the  unanimous  consent  of  this  House.   That  is 
no  issue  in  Ontario  politics,  and  no  group  will  be  able 
to  cash  in  on  that,  except  for  this;  that  the  two  Bills 
stopped  far  short  of  what  they  ought  to  be. 

It  is  absolutely  ridiculous  --  it  is  pre- 
posterous —  that  the  rich  province  of  Ontario  should 
be  paying  these  senior  citizens  less  than  the  province 
of  British  Columbia,  or  the  province  of  Alberta  — 

MR.  JOLLIFZHl:   Or  Saskatchewan. 

MR.  MacLEOD:   Or  the  province  of  Saskatchewan^-- 
there  was  nothing  deliberate  in  the  omission.  I  say  that 
this  province',  headed  by  a  Prime  Minister  who  never  grows 
weary  of  the  .language  of  expansion,  who  sees  Ontario 
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expanding,  expanding  and  expanding,  and  who  expands 

so  much  himself  when  he  is  saying  that,  that  you  expect 

a  hundred  buttons  to  hit  you  right  in  the  face. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Oh,  oh! 

MR.  MacLEOD:   I  say  that  the  man  who  holds 
the  purse-strings,  and  has  held  them  for  the  last  eight 
years,  makes  the  elderly  people  of  this  province  accept 
$10«  less  than  that  paid  in  poorer  jurisdictions. 

This  is  not  a  new  subject  with  us.  We  have 
raised  it  many  times.  We  have  made  it  the  single  item 
on  which  we  have  expressed  no  confidence  in  this  government. 
In  1947,  1948,  1949,  1950  and  1951  I  moved  a  motion  in 
this  House,  which  called  upon  the  government  to  make  a 
supplementary  payment  to  all  old-age  pensioners  in  this 
province.  In  so  moving,  I  was  not  stressing  the  view 
of  my  colleague  and  myself,  but  expressing  as  well  the 
feeling  and  accepted  conviction  and  the  general  views  of 
all  groups  here.   There  was  almost  unanimity  with  us, 
and  the  only  people  who  voted  against  it  since  1948  were 
the  people  who  sit  on  the  government  benches.   It  may 
be  argued  that  it  is  allright  for  you  to  get  up  and 
express  your  views,  but  your  views  are  not  shared  by 
the  people  outside. 

It  just  happens  that  in  the  past  week,  knowing 
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this  was  going  to  be  the  chief  matter  of  discussion, 
my  colleague  and  I  and  those  who  support  us  outside, 
placed  a  modest  advertisement  in  a  half  a  dozen  newspapers 
in  Ontario,  not  as  great  as  the  advertisements  you  will 
see  during  the  next  election  campaign  from  the  Progressive- 
Conservatives  and  from  the  Liberal  Parties,  because  we 
did  not  have  the  money  for  that. 

We  said  in  this  ad,  what  we  have  said  many 
times  in  this  House,  that  the  old  people  in  Ontario  to-day 
are  forced  to  live  on  a  poor-house  budget,  and  we  gave 
as  proof  of  that,  the  minimum  budget  worked  out  by 
the  Toronto  Welfare  Council,  a  very  conservative 
organization,  an  organization  which,  as  far  as  I  know, 
has  nobody  connected  with  it,  who  could  be  called  "radical". 

They  estimated  that  a  seventy-five  year  old 
pensioner  in  the  city  of  Toronto  was  receiving  at  the 
time  this  budget  was  drawn  up  nearly  $20.  less  per 
month  than  the  minimum  required  to  maintain  something 
approximating  a  decent  living.  I  have  given  that  break- 
down on  many  occasions.  I  will  not  burden  the  House  with 
a  repetition  of  those  figures,  but  what  do  we  find?  After 
the  ad.  appeared  in  a  few  newspapers  in  the  city  of  Toronto, 
we  have  been  inundated  with  letters  and  signed  petitions 
from  all  over  the  province  of  Ontario,  from  your  town, 
London,  from  Kitchener,  from  Owen  Sound,  from  Windsor, 
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from  Hamilton,  yes,  and  from  Ottawa, 

AN  hon.  MEMBER:   And  Car  let  on  Place? 

MB.  MacLEOD:   Yes,  and  Carleton  Place. 

MR.  MILLARD:   Any  from  Lindsay?  ■ 

MR.  JyfiaoLEOD:   The  Lindsay  paper  was  so  small 
that  we  thought  if  we  put  an  ad.  into  it,  they  could 
not  get  anything  else  in  the  paper. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Oh,  oh  I 

MR.  MacLEOD:   Yesterday  and  to-day  we  received 
no  less  than  600  pieces  of  mail  --  not  just  signatures  -- 
but  pieces  of  mail  which  have  come  in,  and  they  are 
coming  in  at  a  "■errifi cerate. 

What  do  some  of  these  people  say  about  their 
conditions?  I  think  we  should  be  willing  to  listen  to 
an  old-age  pensioner.   Here  (indicating)  is  one,  for 
instance,  from  Stratford.   Who  is  the  hon.  member  for 
Stratford?  Oh  yes,  my  friend  the  druggist,  he  is  not 
here  to-day.  Here  is  what  an  elderly  man  and  his  wife 
say: 

"We  are  both  old-age  pensioners  and  out 
monthly  pension  is  $39.75  each,  or  a  total 
of  $79.50  per  month.   Our  expenses  are,  rent 
$30.00;  hydro  $5.00  a  month,  telephone  $3.00 
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a  month;  newspapers  and  so  forth,  and  so 
forth,  and  incidentals  ^2.00  a  month,  making 
a  total  of  $40.00  for  just  those  four  items." 

And  then  they  say: 
"We  have  less  than  $10,00  a  week  to  live  on  and 
coal  to  buy". 

That  is  only  one,  but  I  have  scores  and  scores 
of  letters  from  people  who  give  a  break-down  of  their 
living  costs. 

P. ore  (indicating)  is  a  very  interesting  letter 
from  Owen  Sound,  and  I  would  ask  the  hon.  members  of  the 
House  to  listen.   This  is  not  addressed  to  only  the 
hon.  member  for  St. Andrews  (Mr.  Salsberg)  and  myself, 
but  to  every  hon.  member  in  this  House,  who  has  taken 
a  stand  for  more  adequate  old-age  pensions. 

My  colleague  reminds  me  that  one  letter,  while 
supporting,  and  most  enthusiastically  supporting  our 
proposal,  ended  with  a  postscript  saying  "Our  kindest 
regards  to  Mr.  Frost".   I  am  glad  to  pass  that  on  now. 
This  letter  says: 
"I  was  so  pleased  when  I  read  in  the  paper 
about  giving  the  old  people  §60.  a  month. 
I  am  eighty-nine  years  of  age,  and  have  been 
getting  the  pension  since  1948.   I  have  my  own 
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little  home,  but  I  cannot  live  alone  in  the 
winter,  and  I  have  to  give  all  my  pension  for 
my  board,  and  I  do  not  have  anything  for 
medicine  and  little  treats  of  any  kind. 

I  am  thankful  for  what  I  get  and  I  know 
God  will  bless  you  for  your  kind  thought  for 
our  old  people. 

May  God  bless  you  and  give  you  health  and 
strength  to  carry  on  your  work.  Way   should  those 
who  have  an  abundance  take  from  those  who  need 
it?" 

That  is  something  to  conjure  over. 

I  really  would  like  my  friend  the  hon.  Prime 
Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  to  take  this  file  of  letters  and 
signed  petitions  home  to  Lindsay  over  the  week-end  and 
read  some  of  them,  and  he  would  realize  that  there  are 
tens  of  thousands  of  old  people  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  to-day  who  are  destitute.  You  cannot  live  on 
$40.  a  month.   I  will  go  further  and  say  that  any 
government,  whether  Federal  or  Provincial,  which  takes 
the  position  that  $40.  a  month  is  enough  for  the  senior 
citizens  of  this  province,  is  saying  in  so  many  words 
that  they  do  not  want  the  aged  people  of  Ontario  to 
live  at  all. 
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I  must  say  that  I  am  shocked 'when  I  hear 
people  say,  in  discussing  the  plight  of  the  old  people, 
"Well,  you  know  the  pity  of  it  is,  modern  science  is 
now  interfering  with  the  old  people's  friend,  pneumonia. 
Pneumonia  used  to  carry  them  off  but  now  there  is 
penicillin,  and  that  cheats  the  grim  reaper".   I  have 
heard  that  said,  just  like  that. 

In  taking  my  seat,  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  friend, 
the  Treasurer  (Mr.  Frost)  not  to  dodge  the  issue,  but 
to  face  up  to  the  fact  that  he,  as  Provincial  Treasurer 
of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  has  had  surpluses  in  the 
vicinity  of  twenty  million  to  twenty-five  million  dollars 
for  the  last  eight  years.   The  province  of  Ontario  is 
in  wonderful  shape  financially,  bursting  at  the  seams 
with  money.  No  government  in  the  history  of  Ontario 
has  ever  secured  money  easier  than  the  present  government, 
and  ho  government  in  the  history  of  Ontario  has  had  less 
to  do  with  getting  money.   They  have  been  like  Mathew, 
with  a  seat  in  the  Customs,  raking  it  in. 

Secondly,  I  want  to  remind  my  friend,  the 
hon.  Treasurer  (Mr.  Frost)  that  he  has  it  in  his  power 
to  impose  an  additional /corporation  profits  tax  in  the 
province  of  Ontario.   That  is  not  too  hard,  to  hit  big 
businesses,  who  have  the  money,  the  greedy,  and  not  take  it 
from  the  needy.    They  are  only  paying  7$  now.   He 
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talked  very  glowingly  about  the> hedge  against  ,  inflation. 
But  that  is  not  high  enough.   The  bulls  of  inflation 
can  take  it.   It  is  not  high  enough.  Put  it  up.   Take 
away  another  thirty  million  dollars  from  those  boys, 
and  use  that  money  to  provide  the  $10.  supplementary 
payment. 

Lastly,  when  will  you  consider  collecting 
the  seventeen  million,  five  hundred  thousand  dollars 
that  you  are  allowing  to  flow  into  the  coffers  of 
Douglas  Abbott?  No  wonder  Mr.  Abbott  has  fine  words 
to  say  about  the  Provincial  Treasurer  of  Ontario.  Who 
would  not  say  kind  words  about  a  man  who  was  giving  him 
seventeen  million,  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year, 
which  was  not  just  by  right.   This  government  can  collect 
that  money.  We  passed  the  legislation  enabling  you  to 
collect  it.  Even  if  Ottawa  is  not  prepared  to  pass 
a  legislation  --  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  member 
for  Waterloo  North  (Mr.  Brown)  could  tell  us  why  — 
the  hon.  Provincial  Treasurer  (Mr.  Frost)  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario  can  collect  that  money  if  he  devises  a  means 
of  collecting  it,  and  that  will  give  him  another  seventeen 
million,  five  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

With  the  thirty  million  dollars  available 
from  a  10jo   corporation  profits  tax,  and  the  seventeen 
million,  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  available  from 
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5Jb  of  the  personal  income  tax,  which  he  can  collect, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  tremendous  revenues  which  flow 
into  the  Treasury  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  from 
liajior  and  gasoline,  what  possible  excuse  can  there  be 
for  this  government  refusing  to  pay  these  people  the 
$10,  a  month  they  need? 

What  better  can  this  government  do  to  influence 
the  reactionary  government  at  Ottawa  than  to  set  an 
example  and  say,  "Vie  will  pay  si>10.  now  bringing  the 
pension  up  to  ;;p50.  ,  as  they  have  been  doing  in  British 
Columbia",  and  let  this  government  ask  this  House  to 
give  unanimous  consent  to  a  resolution  calling  upon 
Ottawa  to  match  that. 

I  disagree  with  my  friend,  the  hon.  member 
for  Grey  South  (Mr.  Oliver)  who  expresses  the  hope  that 
this  government  will  explore  the  possibility  of  paying 
that  $10,  supplementary.   These  explorers  are  too  slow 
for  me.   I  would  never  send  them  out  on  an  exploring 
expedition.   It  would  take  them  fifty  years  to  make 
up  their  minds. 

I  would  put  it  on  this  basis,  that  the  Opposition 

groups  in  this  House  challenge  this  government  to  dip 

into  its  ample  revenues  and  give  the  people  who  need 

that  money  the  $10.  now.   Otherwise,  I  say  that  this 

government  can  be  charged  and  should  be  charged  with 

cruelty  to  the  people  whose  welfare  it  is  supposed  to  protect, 
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the  Hon.  Minister  of  T  elf are  (I»iri  Goodfellow)  said 
yesterday,  nThe  Old-Age  Assistance  Bill  will  give 
comfort  and  security  to  thousands  of  our  citizens." 
T>.~hat  a  cruel  jest  that  is.   How  can  forty  dollars  a 
month  bring  comfort  and  security  to  people  who,  before 
they  qualify,  have  to  convince  an  inspector  that  they 
are  destitute?  How  can  they  have  comfort  and  security 
on  forty  dollars  a  month? 

Now,  the  issue  is  squarely  up  to  the  govern- 
ment.  They  cannot  plead  prverty.   If  they  refuse  to 
provide  that  supplement,  then  I  suggest  that  they, 
like  kr.  rieighen,  remain  "Unrevised  and  Unrepentant". 

I  remember  reading  an  article  by  Senator  Meighen 
in  which  he  put  forward  his  position  as  regards  social 
security,  and  in  what  he  said  he  quoted  from  the  New 
Testament,  "Whoever  shall  save  his  life,  shall  lose  it." 
Therefore,  it  is  an  un-Christian  thing  to  accept  an 
old-age  pension. 

Is  that  your  point  of  view?   I  suggest  you 
should  do  justly  and  love  mercy.   I  suggest  that  your 
Government,  the  Government  of  Ontario  —  Ottawa  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding  —  is,  in  the  first  place, 
responsible  for  the  health  and  welfare  of  the  people 
of  the  Province  of  Ontario.   It  is  your  duty  -•-  it  is 
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the  duty  of  the  Government  --  to  see  that  these  old- 
age  pensioners  are  properly  provided  for.   The  people 
of  this  province  have  made  it  possible  for  you  to  meet 
these  just  and  humane  demands,  and  I  hope,  that  my 
good,  greying  friend  from  Lindsay  will  stand  up  before 
this  Bill  is  given  final  passage  and  announce  to  the 
people  of  Ontario  that  he  is  going  to  raise  this  to 
fifty  dollars  a  month.   If  he  does  that,  I  do  not  mind 
if  he  goes  out  and  tries  to  make  a  bit  of  political 
capital  out  of  it,  except  that  I  know  from  experience 
that  is  the  last  thing  he  would  ever  think  of  doing. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Oh,  oh. 

MR.  MacLEOD :  But  if  he  did,  we  would  forgive  it, 
and  I  know  in  the  case  of  St.  Andrews  and  Bellwoods, 
the  people  of  our  ridings  would,  of  course,  express 
renewed  confidence  in  us  for. having  been  the  instruments 
which  brought  the  Government  along  to  a  recognition  of 
simple  justice  for  the  people. 

SOKE  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

(Take  "C"  follows) 
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MR.  T-T.  H.  TE'iPLE  (High  Park):   May  I  say  at  the 
outset  of  my  remarks  that  we  in  the  official  opposition 
believe  that  the  abolition  of  the  means  test  for  pensions 
for  those  of  70  years  of  age  and  over,  is  a  great  step 
forward.   It  is  a  recognition  of  the  principle,  that 
those  who  have  devoted  the  major  part  of  their  lives 
working  and  toiling  to  produce  the  wealth  of  the  land, 
are  entitled  to  secure  from  the  state  a  measure  of 
security  in  their  declining  years,  and  that  pensions 
will  now  be  paid  as  a  measure  of  justice,  and  not  as  a 
charitable  hand-out  to  those  in  need.  T."e  welcome  this 
bill  and  intend  to  vote  for  it,  but  at  the  same  time,  we 
intend  to  urge  that  the  amount  of  the  pension  should  be 
larger.    T  e  are  also  glad  to  see  the  Government  of 
Ontario  bringing  in  this  bill  extending  the  benefits  of 
pensions  to  those  in  need  in  the  65-69  age  group 
inclusive.  We  believe  that  this  too  is  a  forward  step, 
and  because  of  that  fact,  will  support  it,  at  the  same 
time  exercising  our  right  to  urge  improvements. 

The  member  for  East  York  in  her  usual  capable 
manner  was  able  to  give  the  members  of  the  House  some 
interesting  facts  in  connection  with  the  early  struggles 
for  old-age  pensions  in  the  House  of  Commons  at  Ottawa. 
As  the  member  for  East  York  (Mies  MacPhail)  saiet,  this 
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legislation  is  a  tribute  to  the  late  J.  S.  Woodsworth, 
the  founder  of  the  C.C.F.,  who  pioneered  in  the  struggle 
for  pensions  for  our  senior  citizens,   all  the  people  of 
Canada  undoubtedly  owe  a  great  debt  of  gratitude  to  his 
efforts. 

I  think  that  all  members  of  the  House  will  also 
agree  that  the  member  for  East  York  (Miss  i'.acPhail),  during 
her  many  years  in  public  life,  played  an  important  part 
in  making  this  legislation  possible.  She  has  at  all 
times  and  on  all  occasions  urged  that  the  means  test  should 
be  abolished,  and  that  adequate  pensions  should  be  paid 
to  the  men  and  women  of  Canada  in  the  days  of  their  retire- 
ment, rdss  liacPhail  has  been  a  credit  to  her  sex,  she 
has  fittingly  represented  the  women  of  Canada  in  the 
House  of  Commons  at  Ottawa,  and  in  the  Ontario  Legis- 
lature, by  placing  human  welfare  before  political 
advantage  or  private  profit, 

I  would  like  to  place  before  the  House,  some 
figures  which  were  given  to  me  by  the  Uld-Age  tension 
Board  of  Ontario,  and  which  are  a  little  different  from 
those  which  were  given  by  the  Prime  Minister.   There 
are  at  present  slightly  more  than  93,000  men  and  women 
in  receipt  of  the  old-age  pensions  in  the  Province. 
It  is  estimated  that  a  total  of,  in  the  neighbourhood  of, 
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275,000  will  receive  the  pension  in  January  under  the 
provisions  of  the  new  Old- Age  Pensions  Act,   The  signifi- 
cant fact  in  connection  with  these  figures,  is  that  more 
than  one-third  of  the  population  of  the  great  rich 
Province  of  Ontario,  70  years  of  age  and  over,  are 
destitute  and  without  means  of  support.   Surely  this 
fact  is  a  striking  condemnation  of  our  economic  system, 
when  so  large  a  percentage  of  our  people,  after  a  life- 
*  time  of  toil,  are  without  means  of  support.  Surely  there 
must  be  something  wrong  with  the  so-called  private 
enterprise  system  when  one-third  of  the  people  are  in 
this  position.   All  thinking  people  in  the  light  of 
these  figures  must  agree  that  a  drastic  overhaul  of  our 
economic  system  is  long  overdue. 

While  a  third  of  our  population  70  years  of  age 
and  over  are  in  great  need,  this  does  not  mean  that  the 
other  two-thirds  are  in  comfortable  circumstances,  far 
from  it.   The  actual  fact  is  that  a  great  majority  of 
this  group  are  in  great  need,  but  because  they  own 
their  own  home,  or  have  accumulated  some  small  savings 
or  income,  or  perhaps  they  enjoy  a  small  industrial 
pension,  or  a  teacher's  pension,  they  have  been  denied 
a  pension  under  the  means  test.   This  group  of  people 
are  the  chief  beneficiaries  of  the  new  legislation. 
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They  will'  now  receive  an  additional  income  in  the  form 
of  a  pension  of  ^40. 00  a  month,  and  if  they  are  a 
married  couple,  this  will  amount  to  ni>80.00  a  month,  and 
will  mean  the  difference  between  hardship  and  suffering 
and  modest  comfort,  in  the  declining  years  of  their 
lives,  and  I  am  sure  that  every  member  of  this  House  is 
glad  that  this  is  so. 

The  position  of  the  93,000  people  who  are  now 
receiving  the  pension  is  not  so  fortunate.   The  fact  is, 
that  this  large  group  of  our  citizens  are  not  going  to 
be  any  better  off,  they  will  not  receive  any  benefits 
under  the  new  Act,  although  their  need  is  probably  the 
greatest.   It  is  true  that  they  will  now  be  permitted  to 
supplement  their  pensions  by  earnings  or  income,  but 
it  is  very  doubtful  if  any  of  them,  certainly  not  more 
than  a  few,  will  be  able  to  do  so. 

The  plight  of  this  group  of  people  is  indeed 
tragic.   „>40.00  is  a  pitiful  sum  with  the  present  high 
cost  of  living,  and  will  not  begin  to  provide  an  adequate 
standard  of  living  for  these  fine  Canadian  men  and  women. 
They  will  continue  to  languish  on  the  verge  of  starvation, 
without  funds  for  entertainment,  books  or  any  of  the 
many  little  pleasures  that  go  to  make  life  worth-while. 
Because  of  the  campaign  of  the  Federal  Conservative  Party 
at  Ottawa  in  demanding  the  removal  of  price  controls, 
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the  Federal  Liberal  Government,  weakly,  and  it  seemed 
to  me  not  too  unwillingly,  agreed  to  the  demand  and 
removed  almost  all  price  controls.   As  a  result,  the 
condition  of  our  people  most  in  need  has  been  made 
immeasurably  worse.   Since  the  removal  of  price  controls 
soon  after  the  end  of  the  war,  we  have  witnessed  the 
greatest  orgy  of  profiteering  by  the  big  business  cor- 
porations of  this  country  in  our  history.   The  profits 
have  been  gained  at  the  expense  of  the  standard  of 
living  our  old-age  pensioners  and  all  the  people  of 
Canada  will  have. 

The  soaring  cost  of  living  now  means  that 
,p40.00  per  month  pension  is  not  worth  any  more  in  terms 
of  purchasing  power  than  the  original  pension  paid  in 
1927,  amounting  to  „j20.00  per  month.   After  25  years 
of  Conservative  and  Liberal  Governments  in  Ottawa  and 
Queens  Park,  pensioners  are  in  exactly  the  same  position 
as  they  were  in  1927.   They  are  no  better  off;  in  fact, 
becruse  of  the  great  housing  shortage  and  difficulty 
in  obtaining  any  kind  of  living  quarters,  they  are 
really  much  worse  off  than  they  were  25  years  ago.   One 
of  the  constant  battles  of  the  C.C.F.  since  it  became 
the  Official  Opposition  in  this  Legislature,  in  1943, 
has  been  to  secure  adequate  old-age  pensions.   To-day's 
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,40.00  per  month  pension  buys  less  than  the  ,,,23.00  per 
month  paid  in  1943  when  the  Conservative*  Government  was 
elected  to  office.   ,,,40.00  to-day  buys  only  ^25.00  worth 
of  goods  as  compared  to  1943.   The  sad  fact  is  that, 
after  eight  years  of  Conservative  Government,  the 
old-age  pensioners  are  v3.00  per  month  worse  off.   The 
cost  of  living  index  in  1943  stood  at  113;  to-day  it 
is  about  190.   This  does  nottall  the  whole  story. 
Food  and  shelter  which  are  the  chief  items  in  the  budget 
of  old  people,  have  soared  the  most,  and  prices  are  now 
at  record-breaking  figures. 

Our  old-age  pensioners  are  in  a  deplorable 
state,  and  I  would  urge  the  Government  to  press  the 
Ottawa  authorities  to  increase  the  pension  to  those  of 
70  years  of  age  and  over,  to  at  least  ^50.00  per 
month.   I  have  not  received  one  word  of  protest  from 
any  organization  or  any  individual  against  the  abolition 
of  the  means  test,  and  I  em  sure  that  the  same  unanimous 
response  would  greet  an  increase  in  the  pension  to 
„>50.00  per  month. 

T..Thile  it  is  not  the  responsibility  of  the 
Province  to  care  for  those  70  years  of  age  and  over, 
it  is  our  responsibility  and  our  duty  to  care  for  those 
in  the  65-69  age  group  effected  by  this  Bill,  Ontario 
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is  the  oldest,  the  richest  and  the  greatest  Province 
of  the  Dominion;  we  are  leading  the  way  in  extending 
pensions  to  this  new  group  of  citizens,  and  I  would 
suggest  that  we  should  also  lead  the  way  by  paying  a 
supplementary  allowance  of  ^10.00  per  month  to  the 
recipients  of  pensions  in  this  group.   In  the  past, 
this  Province  has  lagged  behind  the  younger  and  poorer 
Provinces  of  T;Testern  Canada  in  our  treatment  of  our 
old-age  pensioners.   British  Columbia  and  Alberta  have 
been  paying  a  supplementary  pension  of  ,;;10.00  per  month; 
Saskatchewan  has  paid  ^2.50  per  month,  plus  free  hospital- 
ization and  medical  services  to  old-age  pensioners, 
which  total  amounts  to  more  than  ,;10.00  per  month, 
TJe  in  Ontario  have  an  opportunity  to  show  leadership 
and  generosity  in  our  treatment  of  our  old  people  who 
will  receive  pensions  in  the  65-69  age  group.   The 
C.C.F.  has  always  maintained  that  one  of  the  first 
charges  of  any  Government  should  be  the  adequate  care 
of  the  old  and  the  weak.   Our  civilization  will  be 
judged  by  our  treatment  of  these  groups.   Let  us  pay 
this  $10.00  additional,  which  is  so  greatly  needed. 
The  cost  will  be  less  than  ,j>5,000,000,  which  is  a  small 
amount  for  the  great  rich  Province  of  Ontario. 
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MR.  R.  A.  McEWING  (Wellington ,North ):  .'  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  rising  to  make  some  remarks  regarding  this 
very  important  Bill  which  is  being  introduced  to  the 
government,  I  do  so  with  rather  mixed  feelings  at  the 
lack  of  action  in  some  respects  dealing  with  our 
people  in  the  province  of  Ontario. 

I  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to  congratulate 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Welfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  and  the 
government  —  and  also  the  Federal  government  --  for 
the  steps  they  have  taken  in  this  regard.   There  has 
been  a  good  deal  said  along  this  line  by  the  different 
parties.   To  me,  in  many  respcts,  they  express  rather 
extreme  views  regarding  the  treatment  of  our  elderly 
people.  Everybody  who  comes  to  a  certain  age  does  not 
necessarily  become  a  ward  of  the  province  of  Ontario 
at  all. 

(Take  "D;'  follows) 
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We  should  act  in  a  manner  that  would  show  that  we  are 
considering  the  welfare  of  those-  who  are  unable  to 
look  after  themselves.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  about 
the  means  test  and  a  lot  of  emphasis  has  been  placed 
upon  that  word  "means",  which  has  been  rather  unfair, 
I  think.  After  all,  I  think  that  particularly  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Welfare  ll.Ir.  Goodfellow)  and  others 
realize  that  there  must  be  some  yardstick  with  which  we 
measure  the  means  of  those  who  are  deserving  of  special 
assistance.   I  would  like  at  this  time  to  suggest  that 
when  the  government  was  introducing  a  bill  of  this  kind, 
and  also  the  complementary  bill  for  pensions  for  the 
blind,  that  they  should  have  introduced  a  bill  insti- 
tuting a  plan  of  pensions  for  the  totally  incapacitated 
persons.   I  have  spoken  of  this  for  some  ti  e  and  I 
have  found  that  a  great  many  people  over  the  province 
have  been  as  much  interested  in  that  as  they  have  been 
in  some  of  the  other  forms  of  advanced  legislation. 

We  have  a  great  many  people  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  who  are  deserving  of  all  assistance  and  our 
sympathy,  as  much  so  as  those  to  whom  we  are  granting 
this  pension  from  65  to  69,  and  I  again  speak  of  those 
who  are  unable  to  provide  for  themselves.   I  realize 
that  their  numbers  are  not  so  large  that  they  enter 
into  a  potential  voting  factor  that  would  stir  the 
feelings  of  the  government  or  any  particular  group, 
but  I  think  they  deserve  our  assistance,  many  people 
are  unable  to  earn  a  living,  through  illness  of  many 
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kinds,  through  probably  deformities  from  birth,  and 
they  have  become  a  care  in  the  municipality  and  on  their 
families,  and  while  it  is  quite  correct  that  the  muni- 
cipalities can  give  aid  to  them  and  are  doing  so  now,  I 
do  not  see  why  those  people  should  be  compelled  to  apply 
through  the  avenues  of  direct  relief  to  get  such  assis- 
tance.  In  many  municipalities  they  hesitate  to  enter 
into  that  field  of  direct  relief  for  physically  incapi- 
citated  persons.   I  have  found  that  in  quite  a  number 
of  cases  and  yet  it  is  pitiful  to  see  those  people  and 
to  realize  that  they  are  dependent  on  somebody  for  their 
maintenance  of  life. 

I  again  urge  on  the  government  that  they 
should  have  introduced  such  a  bill,  whether  the  Dominion 
enters  into  it  or  not.   It  has  been  impressed  upon  this 
House  that  this  province  is  wealthy  enough  and  should 
give  leadership  enough  to  take  care  of  those  people. 
I  do  not  think  the  cost  would  be  so  great  that  it  would 
burden  the  government  at  all,  and  I  think  that  it  would 
f  111  ;a.  .itodd  ,and  that  those  people  would  appreciate  the 
assistance  that  we  could  give  them. 

Again  I  would  urge  upon  the  government  to  con- 
sider this  matter,  to  think  of  those  people  who  are  unable 
to  help  themselves  and  who  can  look  to  no  other  pension 
scheme  except  to  apply  for  direct  aid,  which  will  help 
them  at  all.   I  think  it  is  most  unfair  now  that  we  are 
eliminating  so  many  other  classes  and  putting  them  on 
a  scheme  of  this  kind,  that  we  ought  to  make  some  provision 
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for  these  people,  and  I  would  impress  upon  the  House 
that  we  must  in  the  very  near  future  provide  for  those 
people  who  cannot  provide  for  themselves,  and  I  am 
sorry  the  government  has  not  included  them  in  the  Bill. 

S0IVI3  HON.  M2MBSRS:   Hear,  hear. 

MR.  W.  DENNISGN  (St.  David):  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
rising  to  take  part  in  this  debate  this  afternoon,  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  support  the 
Bill,  which  I  think  is  an  historic  step  in  the  province 
of  Ontario,  for  this  great  province  at  long  last  re- 
cognizes that  people  grow  old  and,  in  growing  old,  their 
earnings  diminish;  and,  secondly,  it  is  only  fair  to 
treat  those  who  have  been  able  and  fortunate  enough 
to  save  a  little  money  on  the  same  basis  as  those  who 
have  not  been  so  fortunate,  and  this  Bill  will  do  that 
for  a  group  of  our  people. 

Now  we  did  not  get  this  Bill  before  the 
Legislature  today  through  apathy.  This  Bill  is  a  re- 
sult of  a  long,  hard  fight  by  those  forward-looking 
people  in  this  province,  in  the  C.C.F.  movement,  in  the 
old  labour  movement  who  finally  by  dint  of  hard  work 
educating people  in  the  two  old  parties  to  the  absolute 
necessityfor  this  kind  of  legislation.   It  *ook  a  lot 
of  education  and  there  are  still  people  in  both  parties 
who  bitterly  oppose  this  kind  of  legislation.  There 
are  people  who  honestly  do  not  believe  in  the  welfare 
state  and  will  oppose  any  move  in  that  direction  and 
not  only  do  we  find  those  people,  like  Senator  Meighen 
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in  the  Conservative  Party  and  others  I  can  name  who 
are  violently  opposed  to  this,  I  think  a  great  many  of 
our  evening,  newspapers  across  the  country  are  violently 
opposed  to  an  old  age  pension  without  the  pensioner 
paying  something  towards  the  pension  during  his  life- 
time, but  also  in  the  Liberal  Party  you  will  find  people 
just  as  violently  opposed  to  this  extension  of  pensions 
as  you  do  in  the  Conservative  Party.   You  have  people 
like  Leslie  tout  oh,  M.P.  from  "Winnipeg,  who  came  down 
to  my  riding  just  last  winter  and  "went  to  town"  on  the 
whole  idea  of  social  security.  He  attacked  it  in  no 
uncertain  terms.   He  said  that  social  security  was  the 
refuge  of  the  coward,  it  was  beneath  society  to  extend 
social  security,  according  to  Mr.  Mutch.  But  fortu- 
nately there  were  liberals  and  those,  fortunately, 

include  some  of  those  in  the  House  today  who 

thought  Mr.  Mutch  went  "Mutch"  too  far. 

SOME  hon. LUMBERS:   Oh,  oh. 

MR.  DSNIISON:   It  was  too  much  for  them.  And 
so  they  supported  this  legislation. 

Now  the  hon.  Minister  of  Health  (Mr.  Phillips) 
speaking  last  September,  a  year  ago,  expressed  his  opi- 
nion that  he  thought  $40.  a  month  was  "a  sin  and  a 
shame",  and  with  that  we  on  this  side  agree.   I  would 
like  to  join  with  those  who  have  urged  on  the  hon. 
Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  the  necessity  of  increasing 
this  pension.   The  Federal  bill  on  which  our  legislation 
is  based,  Bill  No.  395,  which  was  passed  in  the  Federal 
House  ■this  last  June,  was  preceded  by  a  study  by  a 
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joint  committee  of  the  House  which  issued  a  report  on 
the  28th  day  of  June.  They  recommended  a  number  of 
things  which  should  be  done  as  well  as  pass  the  bill. 
Although  the  hon.  kr.  Martin  gives  the  impression  every 
opportunity  he  has  that  this  bill  meets  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  group,  that  just  is  not  so;  this  group 
recommended  that  the  20-year  residence  rule  be  reduced 

to  15  years.   It  recommended  that  the  provinces  I 

do  not  know  why  they  did  not  recommend  the  Federal 

Government  but  that  the  province  do  something  about 

housing  for  those  old  age  pensioners,  and  they  said 
that  this  housing  need  was  one  of  the  most  urgent  needs. 
I  would  like  to  read,  in  that  connection,  from  a  memo 
sent  by  the  Reverend  T.  F.  Summer ha yes  of  Toronto  to 
various  social  service  councils  across  Canada,  in  which 
he  says  the  following: 

"After  paying,  say,  ^6.50  a  week  ($28.50  a 
month)  for  a  room  in  which  to  sleep,  cook  and 
live,  how  can  a  pensioner  live  on  about  #12. 
a  month,  or  $50  a  day?  Of  course  it  can't 
be  done;  is  it  any  wonder  that  many  of  them, 
especially  those  who  are  crippled  or  unmarried 
(and  thus  without  families  to  assist  them) 
are  slowly  dying  on  their  feet.   This  is  not 
merely  rhetoric;  it  is  a  fact.  The  new 
Dominion  pension,  equivalent  nominally  to  that 
previously  given  by  the  provinces,  takes  no 
account  of  the  large  rise  in  the  cost  of  living 
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since  the  Dominion  Government  first  announced 
its   intention  to  take   over  this  pension  from 
the  provinces,    some   of  which  were  already 

* 

considering  arrangements  to  alleviate  the 

hardship." 

HON.  G.  H.  DUNBAR  (Minister  of  Municipal 
Affairs):  Are  you  not  making? a  mistake  there?  Is  that 
not  "crippled  and  married",  it  is  not  "crippled  or 
married",  as  you  say? 

MR.  DENNISON:   No,  "or". 

MR.    DUNBAR:      Oh,    it   is?     By   g0Sh,    there's  no 
difference   if  he   is  married  or  crippled£ 

m.   R.   A.   McSWING:    (Wellington  North) :      Pardon 
me,   what   is  that  word? 

AN  hon. MEMBER:      What  are    you  going  to  do  about 
it ,    George? 

IvIR.    DENNISON:      Now  the  problem  put   before  us 
by  the  Rev.  Mr.    Summerhayes   is  exactly  the  problem 
faced  by  the  old  age  pensioners  living  in  Regent  Rark. 
In  Regent  Park  the  old  age  pensioner  pays  ^29.   a  month 
out   of  his  $40.   pension,    and  has   |ll«    left   to  live  on. 
It    just   cannot  be   done,    and  I   think  this   government 
should  recognize   the   impossibility  and   should  do    some- 
thing in  regard  to  looking  at  their  responsibilities 
in  the  matter   of  housing.      The  hon.   Minister  of  Lands 
and  Forests   U..r.   Scott)    is  here.     He   of    course   is  the 

largest  lumberman  in  Ontario   today,    he  has  a   lumber 

at 
yard/North  Bay  and   through  his  hands  have  passed  at 
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least  166  billion  feet   of  lumber.      This  province  has 
spent   over   $9  million  to   grubstake   a  horde   of  private 
lumbermen  up   there  to  take   these  logs  out.     We  are   in 
the   position   to  provide  lumber  for  a  great  many  old 
people's  houses  from  our  own  lumber   yard  in  the  province 
of  Ontario.     Why  the  hon.   minister  of  lands  and  Forests 
(Mr.    Scott),   who  has   succeeded  in  salvaging  only  14 
per   cent   of    the   burnt-over  area    in  the  Liississaga- 
Chapleau  district,    has   so   stubbornly  refused  to  put 
some   of   this   lumber  on  the  market  for  a  little  lower 
price  for  low-cost  housing  or  for  the  building  of  hos- 
pitals  or  for  the  building  of  bungalows,    cottages  and 

for 
rows      of  houses, /those   old  people,    I  am  at   a   loss  to 

understand. 

HON.   DANA  PORTER   (Attorney  General) :      Just 
sounds  like  Walter  Thompson  to  me. 

AN  hon.   L2MB3R:      Not   that   bad. 

SGMS  hon.HaffiERS:      Oh,    oh. 

LR.    DjSNNISON:      I  want  to  dissociate  myself 
with  any  suggestion  that  Walter  Thompson  is   supporting 
that  particular  position.     What   Walter  Thompson  is  sug- 
gesting,   I  understand,    is  that  we  force  the  pulp  com- 
panies to   export  less  raw  pulp  and  use    that  lumber . f Qr   houses, 
Well,    I  know  as  well  as  the  hon.   Attorney-General    ^Mr. 
Porter)    knows  that   the   export  of  raw  pulp  has  been  going 
on  in  Ontario  ever  since  kr.   Walter  Thompson's  party 
took   office    in  1934,    and   his  party  when   in  office   did 
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not   stop   the  

MR.  P0BT3R:  It  is  nice  to  have  his  policies 
so  concisely   interpreted. 

MR.   DBNNISON:      That   is  true. 

MR.   PORTER;     We  never  had  that  before ; 

liR .  DENNISQN:  And  so  I  say  as  far  as  making 
Ontario  lumber  available  for  low-cost  housing  for  old 
people's  bungalows,    Mr.    Thompson  is   just  as  guilty  as 

the  hon.   Minister   of  -i^ands  and  Forests   ^Mr.    Scott) 

just  as   guilty   and  I  say  that  housing  is   one    scheme 

we  must  provide  for  these  people. 

And  in  discussing  housing,    I  wonder  where  are 
those   $5,800.   houses   the   hon.   Prime  Minister   Utr.   Frost) 
gave   us  by  headlines  two   years  ago.      In  huge  headlines 
two  years  ago,    the  hon.   Prime  Minister   (Mr.   Frost)    sug- 
gested that   Ontario  was   going  to  embark  at  last   on  a 
low-cost  housing  program,    he  had  the  plans,   he  had  the 
assurance  that   it  was  practical,    he  was  going  to  build 
houses  to  sell  for  s?5,800.  with  no  down  payment.     Well, 
we   got   the  headlines,    Mr.    Speaker,    but  we  are  still  waiting 
for   the  housing . 

We  are   not  going  to   get  houses  by  headlines 
any  more   than  we  are  going  to  solve   the  problems  of  our 
aged  people  and   their  housing  needs  by  headlines. 

MR.   DUNBAR:      If   you  point  your   finger  like  Walter* £ 
it   is  more  effective, 

SO* IE  hon.   MEMBERS:      Oh,    oh. 
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MR.  F.  R.  OLIVER  (Grey,  South) :   You  will 
soon  know  how  effective  that  is..  **-&-f-  ">>• 

MR.  DUNBAR:   We  have  heard  that  old  story  for 
a  long  time. 

MR.  OLIVER:   You  are  getting  closer  every  day. 
You  are  getting  close  to  the  last  round-up. 

MR.  DUNBAR:  An  awful  slam  at  you,  if  he  does. 

MR.  DENNTSQF:   And  if  I  may  interrupt  my  good 
friend  the  hon.  Minister  of  Municipal  Affairs  (Mr. 
Dunbar) Mr,  Speaker,  

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS :   Oh,  oh. 

MR.  DENNISON:   I  may  say  that  he  has  a  res- 
ponsibility for  housing  too,  because  after  all  his 
department  is  not  •»>al together  removed  from  the  housing 
picture.   After  all,  the  municipalities  of  this  pro- 
vince are  called  upon  to  assist  in  housing  and  yet  I 
notice  in  a  phamphlet  we  got  today  from  the  Town  of 
Goderich  that  they  complain  that  after  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Municipal  Affairs  (Mr.  Dunbar)  urged  them 
to  build  houses,  they  were  going  to  build  houses  and 
they  found  they  have  not  sufficient  population,  he  can- 
not give  them  assistance  unless  they  can  reach  a  popu- 
lation of  4,500,  and  they  have  only  1,500. 

MR.  DUHBAR:   Don't  blame  that  population  on  ms . 

MR,  DENNISON:   That  may  be  a  responsibility  of 
the  hon.  minister  of  Planning  and  Development  (Mr. 
Griesinger)  too,  but  I  know  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Municipal  Affairs  (Mr.  Dunbar)  should  accept  some  of 
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that  responsibility. 

MR.  J.  B.  SALSB.iRG  (St.  Andrew):   Drew  took 
it  away  from  them. 

MR.  DENNISON:   What  are  they  going  to  do  about 
health  services?  The  hon.  Minister  of  Welfare  (Mr. 
Goodfellow)  blandly  informs  us  that  he  is  going  to 
provide  health  service  not  only  to  the  group  with  which 
the  Bill  deals,  the  group  between  65  and  69,  but  is 
also  going  to  provide  health  service  for  the  group  which 
the  bill  does  not  deal  with  at  all,  namely,  the  group 
over  70.   I  fail  to  see  where  the  legislation  before  us 
will  permit  him  to  provide  health  services  for  the 
group  over  70.   I  would  like  him  to  read  that  bill 
again  and  he  will  find  that  he  has  precluded  himself, 
he  has  taken  away  any  authority  he  may  have  had  to 
provide  health  services  for  those  over  70  in  that  very 
bill  he  has  before  us  this  afternoon. 

The  joint  committee  at  Ottawa  dealing  with 
this  whole  question  recommended  that  health  services 
should  be  encouraged  and  further  developed.   They  said 
any  lessening  of  the  burden  on  the  provinces  by  provi- 
ding income  security  for  the  aged  may, enable  them  to 
develop  adequate  hospital  and  medical  care  facilities 
for  this  section  of  the  population. 

Now  the  hon.  Premier  (Mr.  Frost)  said  that  he 
will  not  have  to  levy  any  more  taxes,  but  I  put  it  that 
he  is  going  to  save  some  money  by  this  bill  we  have  be- 
fore us  this  afternoon.  He  may  save  a  million  dollars, 
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he  may  save  a  million  and  a  half.   Let  us  devote  that 
million  or  one  and  a  half  million  to  better  health 
services,  because  *  say  that  our  health  services  to  old 
people  are  deplorably  lacking  in  everything  genuine 
health  service  should  include. 

Let  us  deal  with  the  health  service  we  are 
going  to  hand  out  so  genersouly  to  those  people  over  70 
for  which  we  have  no  authorization  as  yet  in  the  bill. 
«»7e  give  the  Ontario  Medical  Association  .#83.  per  pen- 
sioner per  month  83  cents,  pardon  me,  I  want  to  make 

a  correction  there. 

MRi  OLIULR:   "Very  generous  indeed. 

LjE.  DSNNISON:   83  cents  per  pensioner  per 
month.  And  the  Kedical  Association  processes  that  and 
pays  it  out  to  the  general  practitioners  of  the  province 

in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  service  they  give. 
In  the  case  of  most  doctors  it  works  out  at  about  .72 
cents  per  patient  per  month,  that  is  about  what  the 
doctor  gets  out  of  it.   If  he  makes  several  calls  in 
a  month  he  still  gets  .72  cents;  the  next  month  if  he 
has  no  calls  at  all,  he  does  not  get  anything,  he  just 
gets  paid  for  the  month  he  works,  they  are  very  strict 
as  far  as  that  is  concerned. 

Nov/,  there  are  95,000  cases  over  70  and  a  good 
proportion  of  those  will  be  entitled  to  that  great  health 
service,  and  the  40,000  cases  under  70  will  also  be  en- 
titled to  that  83  cents  a  month  to  the  Ontario  Medical 
Association.  Last  year  we  paid  the  Association  $829,526. 
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to  provide  this  service.   The  doctor,  before  he  can 
collect  that  .72  cents,  has  to  fill  out  quite  a  form, 
giving  the  name  and  the  address  and  the  serial  number 
of  the  pensioner  every  pensioner  has  a  serial  num- 
ber    he  has  to  give  his  diagnosis  of  the  disease  or 

the  trouble,  he  has  to  make  a  record  of  his  calls  and 
he  has  to  keep  all  those  records  in  apple-pie  order 
until  the  end  of  the  month,  and  at  the  end  of  the  month 
he  has  to  spend  2,  3,  4,  5  hours  making  out  his  monthly- 
report.  And  what  happens  if  he  has  special  cases.?  I 
know  a  case  in  my  riding  where  a  doctor  has  given,  an 
injection  once  a  week  to  a  patient.  He  sends  in  his 
regular  bill  of  $12.  but  all  he  gets  is  his  $1.50  a 
week,  that  is  all  he  gets  although  he  asks  $12.  a 
month . 

If  a  doctor  prescribes  drugs  and  if  he  is  a 
country  doctor  in  a  rural  area,  he  provides  the  drugs 
for  the  patient  and  the  patient  probably  dees  not  have 
to  pay  for  them,  but  in  the  city  is  there  anything  in 
this  .83  cents  to  provide  drugs?  Not  a  cent,  not  a 
cent  at  all,  no  provision  at  all  for  drugs.  The  doctor 
writes  a  prescription;  that  does  not  cost  anything,  but 
when  the  patient  takes  the  prescription  to  the  druggist, 
that  is  when  he  has  to  fork  out  in  order  to  get  it.  The 
Welfare  Department  introduces  the  marvellous  health  ser- 
vice and  they  refuse  to  provide  any  amount  of  cash,  so 
the  pensioner  has  to  pay  it  out  of  his  remaining  $12.  a 
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month  that  he  has  over  and  above  the  average  rent. 

And  what  hap ; ens  if  the  pensioner  is  transfer- 
red to  the  hospital?  Well,  the  pension   is  also  trans- 
ferred to  the  hospital  and  then  the  poor  municipality- 
has  to  step  in  and  pay  ^4.00  a  day  for  an  indigent 
patient  only.   The  province  provides  $2.35  a  day  for 
all  ward  patients  which  of  course  includes  the  indi- 
gent, a  total  of  !jj)6.35  a  day  which  in  the  large  cities 
does  not  cover  the  cost,  so  the  pensioner  still  has  a 
hospital  bill  over  his  head  for  which  there  is  no 
means  of  payment,  -^nd  how  does  he  pay  the  surgeon  or 
the  doctor  who  attends  him  in  the  hospital?  If  he  has 
an  operation,  how  does  he  pay  for  the  cost  of  the 
operating  room  and  so  on?  He  hasn't  a  cent  to  pay 
for  those.   The  province  just  hands  this  responsibility 
over  to  the  physician  and  the  physician  has  to  give 
the  service  free  or  deny  the  man  the  service.   There  is 
no  payment,  there  is  no  provision,  and  we  are  coasting 
along  on  a  free,  volunteered  donation  of  service  of 
the  hospitals  and  surgeons  and  doctors  of  this  province. 

■^et  us  compare  that  to  what  happens  in  Saskat- 
chewan.  In  Saskatchewan,  the  old  age  pensioner  gets 
a  pretty  complete  service.   They  get  complete  free 
medical,  surgical  and  hospital  services,  "they  get  essen- 
tial drugs  provided.   The  doctor  is  not  asked  to  pay 
for  the  drugs  out  of  his  own  pocket  and  the  pensioner 
is  not  expected  to  pay  for  the  drugs  out  of  what  he  has 
left  after  he  has  paid  for  his  food  and  his  rent  and 
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his  clothing.   They  get  a  fairly  complete  dental  ser- 
vice, in  Saskatchewan  the  government  spends  $ljf   million 
a  year  on  this  service  and  they  have  one-fifth  of  the 
number  of  old-age  pensioners  we  have  in  Ontario.  And 
yet  in  Ontario,  with  five  times  the  number  of  pensioners 
we  pay  out  only  ■#829,000.,  with  five  times  the  number 
of  pensioners  we  only  pay  out  half  the  amount,  so  that 
Saskatchewan  is  providing  tan  times  as  much  service  to 
their  pensioners  in  the  hospitals  and  when  they  are  ill 
and  for  doctor  and  dental  and  medical  services,  as  the 
wealthy  province  of  Ontario  is  paying.  And  so  I  say 
that  Ontario  should  use  any  money  that  is  left  over  to 
increase  that  service  and  to  help  give  a  better  service. 

Now  in  regard  to  hospital  beds,  we  have  not 
enough  beds  in  Ontario.  Well,  here  again  we  are  away 
way  behind.  The  hon.  minister  of  Health  Uir.  Phillips) 
in  Ontario  has  been  saying  for  years  that    including 
chronic,  we  need  7  beds  per  1,000  population.   But  we 
are  doing  little  better  than  hold  our  own,  it  takes  a 
thousand  beds  a  year  to  even  keep  up  with  the  increase 
in  population  in  Ontario,  so  that  again  we  need  to  do 
something  before  we  can  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  this  joint  meeting  at  Ottawa  between  the  provinces, 
which  laid  down  recommendations  on  which  these  old  age 
pensions  were  to  be  based. 

Take  the  question  of  cancer.   Last  year,  again 
with  great  headlines,  the  hon.  ^rime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost) 
announced  a  $2,   million  cancer  centre  to  be  established 
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in  connection  with  the  Wellesley  Hospital.  '  Those  of 
us  who  live  in  that  district  have  been  looking 'forward 
to  seeing  the  Tudor  Hotel  demolished  and  this  new 
cancer  research  centre  built  on  its  cite,  on  Sher- 
bourne  just  north  of  Welle sley.  Yet  there  isn't  a 
shovel  in  the  ground  there  yet,  not  a  brick  torn  down. 
The  people  are  still  living  on  that  promise,  and  there 
are  no  outward  signs  yet  that  the  province  is  going 
ahead  actively  and  energetically  toward  a  solution  for 
and  the  cure  of  cancer,  which  takes  the  lives  of  50 
per  cent  of  the  people  in  a  group  over  65  and  of  which 
we  are  told  50  per  cent  could  be  cured  if  they  were 
taken  immediately.   In  Ontario,  where  they  have  to  pay 
for  their  cancer  treatment,  most  cases  are  six  months 
old  before  the  doctors  see  them. 

The  treatment  and  cure  and  solution  of  the 
cancer  problem  is  more  important  to  old  age  pensioners 
than  any  other  single  health  problem,  and  I  would  urge 
the  government  to  make  all  speed  with  the  building  and 
equiping  of  that  cancer  centre.   The  late  Dr.  B.  T. 
McGhie,  Deputy  luinster  of  Health  in  Ontario,  urged  years 
ago  on  the  Ontario  government  baSk  in  the  days  when 
the  liberal  Party  was  in  power  in  this  province,  that 
the  treatment  of  cancer  should  be  free,  and  I  again 
urge  that  on  the  government. 

Another  disease  affecting  old  people,  one  of 
the  most  crippling,  painful  diseases  we  have,  is 
arthritis.  What  are  we  doing  about  arthritis  in  Ontario? 
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In  Canada  it  is  estimated  that  650,000  people  suffer- 
ing from  arthritis  are  losing  19  million  days  of  work 
annually  because  of  the  terrible,  crippling  disease,. 
Here  is  a  field  in  which  some  money  should  be  spent, 
and  this  money  would  benefit  old  age  pensioners  more 
than  any  other  group. 

I  would  like  again  to  remind  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Welfare  Ulr.  Goodfellow)  that  the  present  bill  gives 
him  no  authority  to  extend  these  health  services,  such 
as  they  are.   I  think  they  are  pitifully  inadequate, 
but  the  bill  does  not  give  him  any  authority  to  extend 
these  health  services  to  the  group  over  70  years  of  age, 
and  before  we  go  into  the  discussion  of  this  bill  in 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  I  would  suggest  that 
the  hon.  Minister  iMr.  Goodfellow)  go  at  it  and  expend 
that  bill  to  do  what  he  has  promised  to  do  and  also 
to  make  some  provision  to  do  a  better  job  of  what  he 
has  promised  to  do. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  D.  BAXTER  (Prince  Edward-Lennox):  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  not  my  intention  or  wish  at  this  time 
to  prolong  the  debate.   We  are  pretty  well  all  agreed 
that  this  is  legislation  to  which  we  have  looked  for- 
ward for  many  years.   It  is  two  years  ago  in  this  House 
that  I  very  strongly  urged,  as  one  individual  member, 
the  abolition  of  the  means  test,  and  I  have  been  amazed 
since  this  legislation  has  been  brought  forward,  .•  ■•^' ;. 
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almost  continuously  over  the  last  few  months,  •••1:   the 
number  of  people  well  over  70  years  of  age  who  have 
come  to  me  and  have  admitted  that  for  the  past  several 
years,  because  of  their  fear  of  what  the  means  test 
might  do  to  them,      they  have  refrained  from  applying 
for  old  age  pensions  and  have  carried  on  in  what  would 
amount,  if  we  could  only  know  the  inner  secrets  of  their 
lives,  to  abject  poverty.   So  it  seems  to  ne  that  this 
is  a  very  great  occasion,  not  only  in  this  province  but 
in  this  Dominion,  when  we  see  the  abolition  of  the 
means  test  as  far  as  old  age  pensioners  over  70  years  of 
age  are  concerned. 

Many  things  I  had  written  down  to  say  have  al- 
ready been  said  and  it  is  not  necessary  whatsoever  to 
repeat  them.   I  have  not  been  long  enough  in  political 
life  or  am  not  sufficiently  well  versed  in,  the  political 
history  or  of  this  Dominion  to  argue  too  much,  as  has 
been  done  by  several  others,  as  to  where  the  credit  lies 
for  the  legislation  about  which  we  are  talking  today. 
However,  I  would  say  this,  after  listening  to  our  hon. 
Prime  Minister  (L:r.  Frost)  yesterday  and  the  hon. 
luinister  of  Welfare  (kr.  G-oodfellow)  who  so  proudlj 
proclaimed  that  it  was  the  Conservative  Party  who  Was 
doing  such  great  things  for  the  senior  citizens  of  our 
province,  that  if  my  memory  serves  me  right,  it  recalls 
that  prior  to  19i£8  the  province  was  paying  25  per  cent 
of  the  $30  a  month  pension  plus  a  $10.  a  month  supple- 
mentary pension  where  the  need  could  be  proven,  but 
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following  that  the  Dominion  government  assumed  75  per 
cent    of   the  $40.   a   month  pension  and  the  province 
assumed  the  remaining  25  per  cent  and   in  this  way  they 
were   more   or  less   relieved  of   ^7.50  per  person  per  month. 
Had  they  been  as   interested  as  they  proclaim  now   in  the 
welfare   of   our  senior   citizens,    they  could  have  at   that 
time   arranged  that  there  was   to  be   an  additional   supple- 
mentary pension  over  the   ^40.    of   .#7.50. 

I  bring  that  up   si;  ply  to  keep  the   record  straight 
and  also   to   join  with  others  who  have   spoken   in  regard  to 
the  possibility  that  this  pension  is  not  adequate,      we 
know  that  with   the  cost  of   living  as   it   is  today  and 
with  the   necessities  that   come   to  people   in  the  latter 
years  of  their  life,    that   ^40.  a  month  is   definitely 
inadequate,    and  I  only  hope  and  I  urge  upon  the   govern- 
ment that   they  take   steps  in  this,    the  richest  province 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,    to   supplement   that   $40.   a 
month  pension.      It   Beams  to  me   that  we  are  taking  credit 
that    is  not   due  this  province  Then  we  point  out   that  we 
have  been  the  first  one  to  bring  forth  the  legislation 
necessary  to   go  hand   in  hand  with  Federal  legislation. 
It   stands   to   reason  that   being  the  wealthiest  province 
it   is   only  natural   that   this    should  be   the   first  province. 
However,    I   do   not    think  we  have   gonev    far  enough  and 
as  one   for  whom  it  will  be  many  a  day  before   I  reach  that 
point  where  I  will  qualify  for  a  pension  at  70  and  as 
one   of  those  many,    many  millions   in  this  province  who  are 
contributing  in  one  way  or  -another  to   this  pension,    I  want 
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to  stand  here  as  a  member  of  this  group  today  and  say 

day 
that  I  hope  the/  will  cone  just  as  cuickly  as  possible 

when  the  pension  will  be  $50.  a  month,  because  I  think 
it  is  not  a  fair  deal  for  the  senior  citizens  of  our 
province  that  we  should  ask  the.'  to  subsist  on  a  pension 
such  as  we  are  proudly  presenting,  today.   I  only  hope 
we  can  all  see  our  way  clear,  regardless  of  party 
lines  or  anything  else,  to  hand  to  those  who  need  it 
an  amount  of  money  that  will  at  least  go  some  way  to- 
ward making  the  twilight  years  of  their  lives  a  little 
bit  easier  than  it  otherwise  would  be. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  all  I  have  to  say  at  the 

present  time.   I  would  urge and  I  feel  that  it  is 

only  our  due  responsibility  —  that  further  consideration 
be  given  to  a  $50.  rather  than  a  &40.  a  month  pension. 

SOUS  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR .  L .  E .  WlffllBR :   (Rive rdale ) :  Mr .  Spe aker , 
I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  this  debate  particularly,  but 
I  could  not  very  well  let  an  opportunity  of  this  sort 
pass.  Perhaps  I  am  the  only  one  here  who  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  present  the  views  of  a  great  organization  to 

up 
the  joint  committee  that  was  set/ in  the  House  of  Commons 

on  old  age  security  whan  these  matters  were  considered 
over  a  year  ago  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada. 

I  would  like  to  take  the  time  to  tell  the  House 
some  of  the  reactions  which  I  had  to  the  Committee  it- 
self, but  I  can  say  this  to  the  government,  I  think  it 
all  fairness:   You  are  to  be  congratulated  for  bringing 
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in  this   legislation,    but    I  do  not   know  quite  how  you 
can  tal:e  much  credit    for  that   because   all  you  have  done 
is  go  along  with  the  Liberal  Party.      Your  members  of  the 
committee   in  Otta  a  I  am  satisfied  vere  net   in  favour  of 
the   recommendations   of  the   committee  any  more   than  our 
members   of   that    committee  'ere.      They  wanted   something 
quite   different,    they  did   not  want   anything  of   the  sort 
that  can  be   called   ;told  age  assistance  -with  a  means 
test".      Our  members   of  that   committee   and   your  members 
of   that  committee  I  au   satisfied  wantod  what  the  Labour 
movement  vants   and  has  been    saying  it  wanted  and  what 
the  C.C.F.    group   in  Canada  and   in  this  Legislature  have 
been   saying  for  a  long,    long  time,    that   the    old  age 
pension,    a  universal  pension  as  of  right  should  begin 
at  age   o5  and  no  means  test  and  that    it   should  be  paid 
at   a  rate  of  at  least  ^50.   a  month. 

SOmS  hon.   I iU&i&IRS :      Hear,    hear. 

LR.ViHSMSR:      So  you  are    just   going  along  with 
this  Liberal  idea  of   old  age  assistance  which  is  as  back- 
ward as  the  horse  and  buggy,    has  no  part    in  a  modern 
state  and  has  no  part   in  a  Conservative  Party  policy, 
and  you  should  be  taking  no  credit  for  it. 

MR.   A.    A.   L.acLLOD(BellVvoods)  :      ^ut    that   inyour 
pipe  and   smoke   it. 

IB..   WISmSR:      So  while  you  are  taking  credit  for 
having  made  an  agreement  with  the   Dominion  of   Canada   in 
this   regard,    I  think  I   should  remind  you,    as   others  have 
said  but   I  have  the   document   here,    that   this   government 
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was  present  at  a  Dominion-Provincial  Conference  in  1945 
in  which  the  proposal  was  Hade,  and  I  quote  from  the 
official  document: 

"It  is  proposed  that  the  Federal  Government 
would  establish  a  system  of  national  old  age 
pensions  entirely  financed  and  administered  by 
the  Federal  Government  and  paid  at  the  uniform 
rate  of  ^30.  per  month  regardless  of  means  to 
men  and  women  aged  70  and  over  in  all  parts  of 
Canada.1' 
1945,  August.  For  some  reason  best  known  to  themselves 
and  utterly  incomprehensible  to  all  other  people  in 
Ontario,  the  Conservative  party  leaders  of  the  province 
of  Ontario  decided  to  blow  that  up  and  to  come  home 
empty-handed.   3ver  since  that  strange  decision,  the 
honourable  Treasurer  of  this  province  (l-r.  Frost)  who 
was  there  and  who  must  take  responsibility  for  that 
decision,  has  been  trying  to  prove  to  the  people  of 
Ontario  that  it  was  a  wise  one  and  yesterday  he  conti- 
nued in  that  process,  i»r.  Speaker,  and  he  said  that  he 
had,  as  Treasurer,  obtained  more  money  from  the  people 
of  Ontario  by  keeping  out  of  such  a  deal  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada  than  he  would  have  obtained  if  he  had  made 
the  deal.  In  other  words,  you  take-  credit  for  collecting 
more  taxes  than  anybody  else.   This  is  a  brand  new  poli- 
tical trick. 

He  said  that  the  type  of  taxes  which  he  is  now 
imposing  on  Ontario  act  as  a  hedge  against  inflation  and 
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that  the  finances  of  the  province  are  strong  and  that 
he  is  riding  out  this  inflationary  storm  successfully. 
I  have  an  idea  that  he /telling,  you  the  truth  when  he 
says  that.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  one  of  the  journals 
of  this  country  that  supports  this  government  has  been 
saying  some  rather  nasty  things  about  "roll-your-own  - 

Abbott ",  the  finance  Minister  at  Ottawa, 

SOIj];  lion.  MEMB3RS:   Oh,  oh* 

LR.  WISHER: for  having  rolled  up  such 

tremendous  surpluses  that  he  did  not  forecast  when  he 
brought  his  budget  down  last  April.  Well,  the  worst 
budget  forecaster  in  the  world  is  the  hon.  Treasurer  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario  ^hr.  Frost).  He  cannot  come 
within  ten  per  cent  in  any  year,  and  in  this  terrifically 
inflationary  year  he  must  have  a  tremendous  surplus 
already  rolled  up.  Why  does  he  not  "cone  clean"  and 
tell  us  how  large  it  isi?  he  has  got  it,  he  cannot 
help  having  it,  and  it  is  no  fault  of  his  own. 

what  about  the  93,000  people  on  old  age  pen- 
sions In  this  province?  have  they  got  a  hedge  against 
inflation?  Wo,  no,  oh,  no.  They  are  on  a  fixed  amount. 
It  could  have  been  better  arranged  in  1945  if  a  deal 
had  been  made  With  the  government  of  Canada  and  all  of 
these  people  put  on  a  universal  pension.  That  would  have 
been  a  help.   It  would  have  been  a  lot  better,  Mr*  Speaker, 
if  the  Tories  of  this  country,  whether  they  were  in  the 
Conservative  tarty  of  the  Liberal  rarty,  had  decided  not 
to  "blow  the  lid"  off  prices. 
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SCO  hon.  imJIBZRS:  Hear,  hear. 
tit.   WISltSR:  The  only  people  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  who  have  consistently  asked  for  stability  of 
its  economy  are  the  labour  movement  and  the  party  I 
belong  to. 

S0M3  hon.  L3LJB3RS :  Hear,  hear. 
IH.   VJISI--3R:   99  per  cent  of  the  trouble  we  have 
had,  l.r.  Speaker,  would  not  exist  if  It  :<  were  not  for 
this  foolhardy  decision  back  in  1945  of  the  Tories  of 
this  country  to 'blow  the  lid  off".   You  cannot  get  it 
back  on  now.   You  cannot  get  it  back  on  by  any  orthodox 
method,  because  it  is  a  completely  unorthodox  statement. 
AN  hon.  L3133R:   They  cannot  even  find  the  lid. 
I'.JR.  VilSLxSR:  There  is  no  lid  which  fits,  no 
orthodox  lid.  Now,  Strangely  enough,  five  years  later 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  decidedto  set  up  a  committee',, 
a  committee  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
enquire  into  this  matter  of  old  age  pensions,   without 
saying  how  they  got  around  to  that  point  of  view,  I  think 
it  is  rather  interesting  to  read  out  the  recommendations, 
the  main  recommendation  of  that  Committee: 

"A  universal  pay-as-you-go  program  applicable 
to  all  persons  70  years  and  over  based  on  the 
contributory  principle,  administered  by  the 
Federal  Government;  the  benefit  should  be  a  flat, 
uniform  amount  of  ^40.  a  month  for  all  eligible 
persons,  and  eligibility  should  be  based  solely 
on  age  and  a  suitable  residence  qualification." 
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The  sane  words,  five  years  later.   By  the  difference  of 

#30.  to  #40.  a  month ;  and  by  the  way,  if  you  want  to 

do  the  arithnetic  you  will  find  that  the  purchasing 
power  of  #30.  in  August,  1945  was  just  a  little  more 
than  was  #40.  in  June,  1950.   So  ^:e  had  made  absolutely 
no  progress,  and  .will  the  Tories  of  this  country 
appreciate  that  they  were  the  stumbling  block  to  pro- 
gress, and  the  only  stumbling  block  to  this  wonderful 
program?   The  record  speaks  for  itself. 

And  so  today,  what  is  the  situation?  You  are 
asking  us  to  go  along,  and  there  is  no  alternative. 
We  want  these  people  to  have  assistance.   If  we  cannot 
have  what  they  should  have,  then  v:e  will  take  this  half 
loaf  you  are  offering  at  the  behest  of  the  liberal 
Party. 

The  value  of  the  pension  when  you  came  into 
office  was,  in  dollars,  '.,28.,  in  purchasing  power, 
#23.  Today  the  purchasing  power  of  the  pension  you 
are  offering  in  this  old  age  Act  is  #40.,  worth  $20. 

all  you  have  succeeded  in  doing  in  all  your  years 

of  office  is  wearing  down  the  value  of  the  old  age 
pension  by  #'3.  a  month.  That  is  all  you  have  succeeded 
in  doing. 

I  see  the  hon.  Treasurer  (Mr.  FrostJ  is  back 
in  his  seat.  He  has  a  hedge  against  inflation.   93,000 
old  age  pensioners  have  nc  hedge  against  inflation. 
At  whose  mercy  are  we  now5  In  this  process  he  tells 
us  that  he  will  not  have  to  ask  for  any  additional 
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taxing  powers,  he  does  not  need  to  tax  us  any  more. 

:  .  r..  .,  ,  How  far  do  you  go  in  this  thing,  how  far  do 
you  tsst  our  patience?  If  you  are  going  to  do  some- 
thing which  costs  less  money,  why  should  you  have  to 
raise  a.iy  more  taxes?  Everyone  has  known,  all  the 
estimates  that  have  been  made  for  years  would  indicate 
that  the  province  would  be  financially  better  off  to 
get  out  of  the  present  old  a^e  pensions  and  into  this 
new  assistance  program.   The  only  people  who  seem  not 
to  have  noticed  that  are  in  the  Treasurey  Department 
when  they  produced  that  speech  for  yesterday.   You  have 
worn  down  the  position  of  the  old  age  pensioner  and  you 
are  doing  no  more  for  him  under  the  old  age  assistance 
program.  You  are  giving  him  a  purchasing  power  of 
$£0.,  that  is  all,  and  you  are  giving  him  no  hedge 
against  inflation  of  the  type  you  have,  Mr,    Treasurer 
(Mr.  Frost) . 

Wow  how  about  dividing  up  a  little? 
..  ,  Give  the  old  age  assistance  people,  people  who  will 
be  coming  off  the  unemployment  relief  rolls  of  the  mu- 
nicipalities, and  these  people  who  will  come  in  on  this 
assistance  program.  These  are  the  sort  of  people  who 
are  going  to  get  it.   You  have  a  hedge  against  inflation 
in  your  corporation  taxes  and  why  ■ 

EON.  L2SLI3  L.  FROST  (Prime  minister)  :   Mr,   . 
Speaker,  may  I  just  say  

1JR.  WI3LER:  Let  me  tell  you  the  story. 

AN  hon.  1ELIB3R:  He  did  not  interrupt  you. 
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MR.   FROST:      I  would  like   to  ask  my  hon.   friend 
(Mr.   Wismer)   this  .question.      I  know  an  old   school  teacher 
v/ho  is   receiving  #1100.    in  pension.     Under  this  arrange- 
mant  that  man  and  his  wife  will  receive   -$960.  more. 
Do  you  not  think  that   is  a  hedge  against   inflation? 

MR,   WISMER:     But   not  under  the   old  age  assis- 
tance Act. 

MR.   3.   B.    JOLLIFFS   (Leader   of   the    Opposition): 
Not  under  this  Act. 

MR.   WISMER:     Not  under  your  legislation.      That 
is  under  the  Federal  legislation  you  are  talking  about. 
Let  us  keep  this  clear;   there  are   tv.:o   sets  of  legis- 
lation.    There  are  going  to  be  pensioners  for  whoffir, 
so  far  as  we  are  concerned  today,    there    is  not  a  piece 
of  legislation  before  us.    -        •     .:  -:■■;_,   liv.\*  «     'we  are  hope- 
ful that   the  government  in  Ottawa  is    going  to   introduce 
that  next  month,   when  Parliament  meets. 

AN  hon.   MEMBER:     Hoping  they  will    increase   it. 

LR.  JflSMER:     And  we  are  hoping  they  will   get   it 
up  to   something  adequate   like   #50 .   a  month.      But  we  are 
here  concerned  with   something  completely  different,   we 
are  here  concerned  with  something  brand  new  in  this 
country.     And  there   is  no  school  teacher  I  know  of  who 
is  going  to  get  anything  under  this  Act,    and  certainly 
!■••  nobody  getting  #1100.      This   is  for  people  who  are  in 
trouble,    who  are  destitute,    that   is  what  it   is   for. 
There  will  probably  be   5,000  people   come    in  off   the 
municipal   relief   rolls  as   a  result   of  this.      That   is 
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In  the  usual  way,  the  government  tries  to 
combine  it  all  into  one  and  blow  it  sufficiently  so  that 
they  can  keep  the  confidence  of  the  people.   That  is  the 
trick.   These  people  have  no  design  against  inflation, 
unless  the  Hon.  Treasurer  of  Ontario  (Mr.  Frost)  is 

prepared  to  put  a  few  more  million  dollars.   There  are 

people 
40,000  or  45,000 /involved  -- 

MR.  FROST:   Does  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Wismer) 
realize  that  these  people  are  getting  nothing  at  the 
present  time? 

MR.  WISMBB:  Now  we  are  getting  an  insight 
into  the  Tory  mind.   That  is  magnanimous. 

All  I  have  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  on  this 
question,  is  that  if  the  government  has  decided  that  it 
need  not  tax  any  further  for  this  program,  I  have  only 
this  suggestion,  and  perhaps  they  will  go  away  and  think 
it  over,   that  they  have  enough  in  that  bloated  surplus 
they  have  rolled  up,  to  face  up  to  the  idea  of  spending 
another  five  million  dollars  to  give  the  $10.  supplementary 
allowance  to  people  covered  by  the  Old-age  pensions  program. 
That  is  all  it  will  cost,  and  they  have  the  money. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  What  about  the  93,000  people  who 
were  getting  a  means  test? 

MR.  WISMER:   I  will  say  a  word  about  the  93,000. 
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The  labor  movement  and  people  in  this  group  of  forward 
looking  people  in  this  country  have,  for  years,  cam- 
paigned to  have  old-age  pensions  a  sole  Federal 
responsibility,  and  I  would  be  the  last  man  to  suggest 
that  is  not  the  right  thing  to  do.   It  would  simplify 
the  procedure,  and  make  sure  the  people  got  their  cheques 
every  month,  on  a  universal  basis,  as  of  right. 

Certainly,  $40 «  a  month  is  not  adequate. 
The  Bill  has  not  yet  come  down  to  Parliament  in  Ottawa; 
Parliament  has  not  assembled,  and  we  are  hopeful  in 
this  opposition,  that  the  government  of  Ontario  and 
the  members  of  the  legislature,  will  talk  to  the  people 
who  are  going  to  Ottawa,  and  to  the  government  of  the 
day  and  say  "Think  it  over  before  you  introduce  this 
legislation,  and  make  it  $50.  ".  Let  this  Canada  of 
ours,  which  1&  teccmirgone  of  the  world's  great  powers 
because  of  its  industrial  potentials,  give  $50  <  as  a 
minimum  to  people  of  seventy  years  of  age  or  over.   If 
they  do  not,  there  will  be  a  new  Session  on  this 
legislation,  and  they  will  look  at  their  responsibilities 
differently,  Mr.  Speaker. 

I  would  like  to  end  this  way;  I  will  not 
talk  about  the  history,  but  I  would  like  to  remind  this 
House  that  the  Joint  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  Senate  was  not  appointed  out  of  thin  air.   It 
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came  as  the  result  of  one  of  the  greatest  and  most 
intensive  campaigns  ever  put  on  by  labor  for  the  abolition 
of  the  means  test,  and  a  tremendous  public  opinion 
rolled  up  in  this  country,  which  finally  reached 
Ottawa  and  the  ears  of  the  government,  and  they  finally 
realized  they  had  to  do  something  about  it.   They  set 
up  that  Committee.   There  were  some  hostile  people  on 
it.   I  was  before  them,  and  I  know.   The  more  it  went 
on,  the  more  public  opinion  rolled  up  in  favor  of  the 
abolition  of  the  means  test,  but,  being  Liberals,  they 
did  as  little  as  they  could,  but  they  had  to  come  to 
it  as  a  result  of  the  tremendous  labor  campaign.   That 
is  one  of  the  things  coming  from  the  forced  re-action, 
which  brought  them  out  of  their  lethargy  into  some^ort 
of  action. 

There  are  people  in  this  country  who  think 
that  the  labor  movement  has  no  end  to  its  demands;  that 
if  you  give  them  something  to-day,  they  will  want 
something  more  to-morrow;  that  we  are  completely  foolhardy 
and  unwise,  and  particularly  in  asking  for  a. safe, 
comprehensive,  measure  of  social  security.   Over  and 
over  a  finger  is  pointed  at  the  organized  labor 
movement,  regardless  of  how  many  sections  there  may  be 
of  it,  and  they  say  "You  people  do  not  know  what  you 
are  talking  about;  that  you  should  ask  for  full  social 
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security."  We  hear  that  all  the  time. 

I  wonder  how  many  people  have  asked  them- 
selves whether  they  live  in  the  group  which  may  be 
called  "management",  or  in  the  group  which  may  be  called 
the  "tradespeople"  or"merchants" ,  whether  in  the  pro- 
fessions or   in   the  tremendously  important  group  of 
farmers  —  I  wonder  if  these  people  ever  ask  themselves 
"why  do  the  wage-earners  continually  ask  for  social 
security?".   I  wonder. 

Let  me  suggest  this  to  you;  that  they  have 
only  begun  along  the  road  of  social  security.   The 
reason  they  have  to  have  social  security,  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  because  of  the  capitalistic  and  private  enterprise 
systems.   That  is  the  reason.      .   Success  in  business 
comes  entirely  from  this;  under-pay  your  help  and  over- 
charge your  customers,  and  in  that  process  you  make 
money.  What  do  you  see?  Some  of  the  great  economists 
are  to-day  spending  a  lot  of  time  doing  a  great  deal  of 
research  into  why  it  is  that  the  great  middle-class  of 
the  workers  is  disappearing  in  the  world.  Why?  Because 
there  is  nothing  left  for  individual  savings  for  these 
people.   There  are  some  hon.  members  here  who  may  know 
what  I  am  talking  about  when  I  say  that  quite  a  number  of 
years  ago  there  was  a  cartoon  in  a  farm  journal,  showing 
an  old  man  and  presumably  his  wife,  in  an  old  wagon,  with 


E-5 


an  old  horse  going  over  the  hill  to  the  poor-house. 

MR.  SALSBERG:   It  must  have  been  his  wife. 
He  would  not  take  his  sweetheart  there. 

MB.  YilSMER:  And  this  was  the  caption  on  the 
cartoon,  the  old  lady  saying,  "It  is  all  right;  at  least 
we  have  always  set  a  good  table". 

Similar  cartoons  were  used  by  insurance 
companies  to  sell  insurance,  and  the  notation  appeared, 
"You  do  not  want  this  to  happen  to  you".   But  what 
happens?  People  with  insurance  policies  are  taking  that 
trip  to  the  poor-house.   Inflation  has  eaten  up  the 
savings.   They  were  wise  and  thrifty,  but  wise  and 
thrifty  is  being  run  off. By  whom?  By  radicals  or 
revolution?  No.  By  the  system  which  underpays  his  help 
and  over-charges  his  customers  in  order  to  make  tremendous 
profits  to  pour  back  to  get  more  production,  which  we 
are  now  told  is  the  only  way  we  will  save  ourselves.  If 
that  is  the  case,  that  the  savings  of  people  must  be 
drained  off  and  made  a  part  of  corporate  savings  in 
this  country  to  get  production  to  save  democracy,  then 
where  do  we,  as  individuals,  have  our  savings?  In 
social  security?  Locked  into  the  savings  and  investment 
business?  And  If .we  have  to  go  through  this  long  and 
complicated  business,  and  not  have  these  people  paying 
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more  taxes,  let  us  see  it* in  our  cheques.   But  let  us 

not  fool  ourselves.   That  is  what  they  are  doing,  allowing 

the  savings  of  the  country  to  be  drained  off  into  the 

Corporate  savings,  and  then  the  government  will  have  to 

go  to  the  protection  of  the  individuals  with  social 

security.   There  is  no  other  process  that  I  know  of. 

None  other  has  been  suggested.   It  is  a  great,  new 

and  developing  process  of  government  that  if  you  are 

going  to  get  the  type  of  industrial  protection  you  need, 

the 
then  you  will  have  to  have/government  stand  behind  you 

to  drain  off  some  of  it,  to  protect  the  individuals. 

In  closing,  I  would  like  to  say  one  thing  to  the 

government.   This  old-age  assistance  program  is  developed 

as  a  result  of  an  agreement  between  this  government  and 

the  Federal  government.   There  are  other  things  which 

need  not  be  involved  here.   If  it  is  wise  --  and  we  will 

agree  that  it  is,  as  we  will  support  the  Bill  --  to  give 

assistance  to  people  between  the  ages  of  sixty-five  and 

sixty-nine,  it  is  just  as  wise  and  important  that  the 

pensions  now  being  paid  by  the  Workmen's  Compensation 

Board  be  raised  up  to  ,p40.   That  is  our  business.   It 

has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Federal  government, 

nor  anyone  outside  of  this  province. 

I  could  name  other  places  where  we  could  put 

our  money,  of  this  same  type,  and  in  the  same  places. 
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But  the  one  thing  I  do  ask  of  the  government 
and  of  the  hon.  Provincial  treasurer  (Mr.  Frost)  is  that 
along  with  giving  this  $10.  additional  supplementary, 
you  keep  clet&rly  in  mind  you  are  now  no  longer  dealing 
in  this  province  with  old-age  pensions;  you  are  not 
paying  any  old-age  pensions  to  anybody,  after  the  Federal 
legislation  goes  through.  You  are  giving  assistance 
where  the  need  appears.  Let  us  look  at  that  need  with 
a  sympathetic  eye. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear! 

MR.  J.B.SALSBERG  ( St  ..Andrew)  :   I  would  like 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Hon.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  understand  from  the  information  I  have  that  there  are 
one  or  two  more  speakers  and  possibly  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Welfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  will  have  something  to  say, 
and  I  would  like  to  suggest  to  the  House  that  to-morrow 
we  proceed  with  the  debate  and  finish  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  and  also  second  reading  of  Bill  No.  2.   I 
think  what  has  been  said  to-day  will  naturally  go  along 
with  the  other  Bill  and  if  that  be  so,  then  we  can  go 
into 'Committee  if  we  wanted  to  at  that  time.  It  is 
somewhat  unusual  but  we  are  dealing  with  one  piece  of 
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legislation,  represented  in  two  Bills,  and  I  think  we 
might  go  ahead  in  that  manner. 

I  will  also  say  this,  Mr.  Speaker;  in 
connection  with  the  discussion  we  had  regarding  the 
Throne  Debate;  I  vail  allow  that  motion  to  stand.  It 
may  be  that  "co -morrow  it  will  be  desirable  to  allow  a 
Committee  consideration  of  these  Bills  to  stand  over 
until  Thursday,  in  which  case  we  might  have  some  time, 
and  there  might  be  some  hon.  members  who  will  want  to 
speak  on  more  general  subjects.   I  have  no  objection 
to  that.   In  that  case,   I  would  arrange  to  have  the 
Throne  Debate  motion  moved  without  discussion,  which 
would  permit  the  hon.  members  opposite  to  speak  if  they 
wanted  to  and  we  would  endeavor  to  clear  that  off 
to-morrow,  if  we  do  not  go  ahead  with  the  Committee. 
I  simply  make  that  as  a  suggestion.   The  hon.  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe)  and  the  groups  opposite 
might  give  that  consideration  in  the  meantime. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  the  House  adjourned  at 
6.05  of  the  clock,  p.m. 
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And  the  House  having  met. 

Prayers. 

MR.  SPEAKER:   Presenting  Petitions. 

Reading  and  receiving  petitions. 

Presenting  reports  by  committees. 

Motions. 

Introduction  of  Bills, 

Orders  of  the  Day. 

MR.  E.  B.  IOLLIFEE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
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Mr.  Speaker,  if  you  will,  permit  me  before  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I  wonder  if  I  may  ask 
a  question  of  the  hon.  Prime  Minister*  Would  it  be 
possible  for  him  to  indicate  to  the  House  whether  he 
has  had  any  information  from  any  official  source  re- 
garding the  Royal  tour  which  is  purported  to  have  been 
postponed. 

HON.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  have  been  in  touch  with  the  office  of  the  Right-hon. 
Prime  Minister  (Mr.  St. Laurent)  at  Ottawa.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  do  not  think  the  announcement  which  has  been 
made  can  be  interpreted  in  any  other  way  than  an 
indefinite  postponement.   That  is  what  I  read  into  the 
announcement  which  has  been  made,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  can  be  interpreted  in  any  other  way. 

Now,  sir,  I  am  sure  it  is  the  feeling  of  all 
of  us  that  these  must  be  days  of  very  deep  anxiety 
indeed  for  the  Princess  and  her  husband,  and  we  in 
this  province  —  and  indeed  in  this  country  — 
sympathize  with  her  as  a  daughter,  and  with  her 
feelings  for  her  father,  and  I  do  not  think  we  would 
want  her  to  feel  she  was  under  any  obligation  at  all 
to  fulfill  the  whole  or  any  part  of  that  engagement. 

I  cannot  imagine  that  the  Princess  would 
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feel  happy  and  in  a  holiday  frame  of  mind  under  these 
conditions,  and  I  would  hope  that  she  would  feel  that 
we  in  this  province  —  and  I  am  sure  in  Canada  —  would 
want  her  to  come  over  here  and  enjoy  herself  and  not  be 
filled  with  anxious  doubts  which  she  must  have  at  the 
present  time. 

I::  answer  to  the  question  by  the  Hon.  Lender 
of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jelliffe)  I  may  say  that  the 
best  information  I  can  give  is  that  this  postponement 
should  not  be  interpreted  in  any  other  way  than  an 
indefinite  postponement. 

I  understand  the  Rt.Hon.  Prime  Minister  of 
Canada  (Mr.  St. Laurent)  will  have  some  statement  to  make 
later,  which  will  be  made  just  as  soon  as  possible. 

MR.  SPEAKER:   Orders  of  the  day. 

HON.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Government 
Order  No.  1. 

OLD-AGE  ASSISTANCE 

CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE:   Government  Order  No. 
1,  resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on  second  reading  of 
Bill  No.  1,  "An  Act  Respecting  Old-age  Assistance", 
Mr.  Goodfellow. 

MR.  J.  B.  SALSBERG  (St. Andrew) :   Mr.  Speaker, 
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after  the  eloquent  and  very  effective  and  unchallenge- 
able speeches  made  by  hon.  members  of  the  Opposition 
groups,  when  discussing  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
which  is  before  us,  one  wonders  what  now  could  be  added. 
One  is  inclined  to  think  that  perhaps  a  mere  expression 
of  full  agreement,  a  sort  of  "amen"  would  suffice.  And 
I  wish  that  were  all  that  were  necessary.   I  would  be 
very  happy  indeed,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  could  feel  that  the 
persuasive  arguments  presented  by  all  Opposition  groups 
yesterday  have  convinced  the  government  that  they  must 
go  a  step  farther  than  they  indicate  their  readiness  to 
go,  in  meeting  the  minimum  requirement  for  the  senior 
citizens  of  the  province. 

Unfortunately,  though,  I  think  it  would  be 
Utopian  to  expect  the  government  to  have  changed  its 
mind  as  a  result  of  the  arguments  advanced  yesterday. 
Therefore,  another  appeal  to  them  is  more  than  justified-- 
in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  express  doubts  in  the  belief 
that  the  government  would  have  been  convinced  and 
changed  its  course,  because  my  experience  with  this 
government,  ever  since  it  came  to  power  --  I  mean  the 
Conservative  government  --  is  that  in  order  to  get  them 
to  move  one  inch  forward,  you  have  to  apply  bull-dozer 
pressure  day  in  and  day  out,  year  in  and  year  out,  before 
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they  are  propelled  further  even  one  inch. 

HON.  T.  L.  KENNEDY  (Minister  of  Agriculture): 
We  are  going  to  cure  your  hay-fever  for  you. 

ME.  SALSBERG:   Even,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  such  a 
matter  as  hay-fever,  which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture 
(Mr.  Kennedy)  courageously  brought  up  now,  —  because 
it  does  require  courage  for  the  hon.  Minister  (l£r. Kennedy) 
who  is  responsible  for  this  misery,  to  bring  it  up  when 
we  are  still  suffering  -- 

MR.  KENNEDY:   I  am  giving  you  hope.  We  will 
cure  it  for  you. 

MR.  SALSBERG:  Even  in  regard  to  such  a 
matter,  they  would  not  move;  they  refused  to  tackle  the 
responsibility  which  was  theirs  for  cleaning  out  this 
miserable  weed  which  disables  tens  of  thousands  of 
citizens  during  the  hay-fever  season,  and  causes  loss 
of  efficiency  and  time,  and,  of  course,  a  lot  of  misery. 

I  sympathize  with  the  hon.  member  for  Glengarry 
(Mr.  Villeneuve)  whose  clearer  eye  I  cannot  see, because 
of  the  effects  of  hay-fever.  I  cry  about  it.  I  sneeze. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  creates  a  flood  of  tears  which 
fails  to  move  this  government,  but  the  hon.  member  for 
Glengarry  (Mr.  Villeneuve)  is  not  able  to  see  things, 
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because  of  his  hay-fever.   There  he  sits  in  misery, 
unable  to  participate  in  the  deliberations  in  this  House, 
and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture  (Mr.  Kennedy)  has 
done  nothing  about  it. 

Now,  having  failed  to  devote  his  attention 
and  resources  to  alleviating  the  suffering  in  so  minor 
a  field,  despite  my  appeal  to  him  year  in  and  year  out, 
can  you  expect  this  government  to  move  forward  in  a 
progressive  fashion  —  and  I  mean  "progressive"  with 
a  small  "p"  —  on  the  matter  of  old-age  pensions?  How 
can  one  expect  that  the  speeches  yesterday  have  altered 
their  course.   I  do  not  think  their  course  has  been 
altered.  Perhaps  my  contribution  will  prove  to  be  the 
last  convincing  argument  which  will  cause  the  hom.  Prime 
Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  to  rise  in  his  place  when  I  am 
through  --  and  I  repeat, "when  I  am  through"  —  and 
announce  to  this  House  and  to  the  people  of  this  province 
that  he  has  been  convinced,  that  he  is  courageous  and 
has  changed  his  course;  that  he  has  seen  light;  that 
he  does  not  doubt  Old  Man  Ontario's  wishes  in  this 
field,  and  that  he  will  grant  the  supplementary  payment 
for  which  we  are  all  appealing. 

So,  in  the  hope  of  convincing  the  hon.  Prime 
Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  I  am  making  this  humble  contribution, 

I  do  not  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  there  is 
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any  other  single  subject  upon  which  I  have  spoken  more 
often  and  at  greater  length  since  I  came  to  this  House 
in  1944  than  on  the  subject  of  old-age  pensions.   And 
I  submit,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  there  is  no  other  issue 
upon  which  the  backwardness  of  Tory  mentality  and 
attitude  is  expressed  more  clearly  than  in  its  policy 
on  old-age  pensions. 

Every  advance  made  was  made  after  only  the 
most  irrestible  pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  this 
government.  In  regard  to  old-age  pensions,  we  could 
compile  an  enormous  volume  of  quotations  from  Hansard 
limiting  those  quotations  to  remarks  by  the  hon.  Prime 
Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  the  hon.  Minister  of  Welfare  (Mr. 
G-oodfellow)  and  other  spokesmen  of  the  government,  to 
show  how  they  defended  the  means  test;  how  they  defended 
the  inadequacies   of  the  pension  payments,  and  then 
trace  the  effects  of  pressure  on  them,  by  their  changed 
attitude, . limited  though  it  was  --  but  changed. 

These  were  not  changes  brought  about  by  their 
own  thinking  or  on  their  own  volition.  They  were  the 
re-action  to  pressure  from  without,  and  I  am  now  adding 
more  pressure.   I  am  now  adding  a  further  appeal  to 
those  made  by  the  entire  labor  movement,  by  every 
social  service  agency  in  the  province,  by  every  Opposition 
group  in  the  House,  and  by  the  people  at  large.   This  is, 
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frankly,  an  appeal  to  the  government,  since  they  are 
in  majority,  to  change  their  outlook  and  accept  the 
.demands  of  the  people.   I  am  even  prepared  to  shame  the 
government  into  a  change  of  course.   If  that  will  help, 
then  I  am  prepared  to  shame  them  into  it,  because  it 
is  so  vital  a  matter. 

I  am  sure  that  every  hon.  member  of  this 
House  goes  through  the  ordeal,  through  which  I  go  very 
frequently,  when  confronted  by  older  citizens  and  am 
asked  to  explain  how  they  could  possibly  live  on  $40. 
a  month. 


(Page  1-9  follows) 
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There  is  not  another  question  which  actually  hurts  me 
more  than  this  one.  You' have  living  persons  before  you. 
You  have  men  and  women  who  have  given  the  best  of 
which  they  are  capable,  and  they  sit  before  you  and 
ask  you,  as  hon.  members  of  the  legislature,  to  tell 
them  how  they  can  mtkc  ends  meet,  and  you  cannot  tell 
them. 

And  the  average  person  who  comes  to  the 
average  member,  regardless  of  what  Party  he  represents, 
cannot  help  but  be  moved  and  stirred  deeply  by  the 
difficulties  they  see  before  them,  when  face  to  face 
with  the  old-age  pension. 

There  are  two  groups  of  our  population  which 
deserve  everything  we  can  give  them,  and  to  whom  we 
owe  everything  we  can  put  aside  for  them.  First,  the 
children;  and  secondly,  the  aged  citizens.  And  I 
suggest  to  you  that  we  are  not  giving  them  that  which 
we  are  capable  of  giving  and  which  they  require.   This 
government  must  assume  responsibility  for  that. 

The  government  has  tried  to  get  a  lot  of 
kudos  out  of  the  Bill  which  is  before  us,  and  I  grant 
they  have  received  a  great  deal  of  very  favourable 
publicity.   This  government  is  giving  the  $40.  pension 
to  those  between  sixty-five  and  sixty-nine.  Now,  of 
course,  they  give  nothing,  nothing  but  that  which  they 
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are  almost  compelled  to  give,  and  as  has  been  pointed 
out  by  other  hon.  members  of  this  House,  they  give  it 
very  late,  when  the  pressure  is  irresistible.  Why  try 
to  get  kudos  out  of  this  legislation,  which  we  forced 
them  and  other  governments  to  bring  in?  It  must  be 
stated  categorically,  une qui vie ally,  and  very  clearly, 
that  this  government  is  responsible  for  starving 
thousands  of  aged  citizens  in  this  province,  because 
no  one  can  question  the  finding  of  responsible  agencies, 
that  no  single  person,  especially  living  alone, can 
possibly  eat  enough  ?oid  secure  adequate  shelter  on  $40; 
a  month.   When  you  deny  them  more  than  that,  you 
are  responsible  for  their  starvation.  There  is  no  use 
quibbling  about  it.  It  should  be  labeled  for  what  it  is. 
And  you  are  responsible  for  it,  because  you  have  no 
excuse  for  refusing  the  demand. 

As  far  as  this  group  is  concerned,  we  demand 
a  $60.  pension,  but  we  ask  that  at  least  this  government 
give  a  $10.  monthly  supplemental  allowance  now,  to  prevent 
starvation,  and  you  have  no  excuse  for  refusing  it, 
because,  on  the  one  hand,  you  cannot  question  the  effect 
of  the  low  pension  on  a  pensioner,  and  on  the  other  hand, 
you  cannot  deny  that  you  have  more  than  enough  money  to 
meet  this  minimum  need  of  that  section  of  the  population, 
which  you  are  prepared  to  honour  in  every  possible  way, 
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except  to  give  them  enough  money  to  be  adequately  fed 
and  properly  sheltered. 

This  government  is  actually  sitting  on  bulging 
sacks  of  surplus  running  between  twenty  million  and 
twenty-five  million  dollars  a  year,  and  is  refusing  to 
unloosen  one  bag,  so  that  starvation  may  be  avoided, 
and  a  minimum  of  comfort  be  gained  by  those  who  deserve 
it  most. 

The  Visiting  Homemakers  Association  of  Toronto, 
have  found,  that  on  the  basis  of  food  prices  in  Toronto, 
in  September,  1951,  —  that  is,  this  month  —  the 
minimum  cost  for  food  for  an  old-age  pensioner  who 
lives  by  himself  is  $27.22  per  month.  And  if  you  add 
that  figure,  the  figure  provided  by  the  Toronto  Welfare 
Council,  in  its  study  of  the  minimum  for  self-respecting 
requirements  for  the  aged  citizens,  you  will  find  that 
such  a  minimum  budget  in  a  city  like  Toronto,  for  an 
elderly  person  who  lives  alone,  amounts  to  $52.61.  And 
may  I  say  in  parenthesis  that  does  not  tally  with  the 
figures  given  by  my  colleague,  the  hon.  member  for 
Bellwoods  {Mr:,   M.-cLcod)  yesterday.   It  is  a  little 
higher.   But  it  is  higher  because  the  Home-makers 
Association's  figures  for  September  were  just  released; 
in  fact,  I  picked  them  up  this  morning  from  their 
offices,  --  caused  the  food  to  rise  from  the  figure 
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he  gave  yesterday  to  the  figure  I  have  given  to-day. 

Now,  in  the  face  of  such  facts,  we  realize 
that  an  old-age  pensioner  in  any  other  large  industrial 
centre  of  the  province  is  short  a  minimum  of  $22.61 
a  month,  or  50%   of  what  he  is  getting  is  required  by 
him  to  meet  this  minimum  budget,  and  when  you  remember 
they  reported  a  surplus  of  twenty  million  dollars,  and 
an  hon.  member  prophesied  yesterday  that  the  surplus 
this  year  will  be  even  higher  —  I  think  it  was  the 
hon.  member  for  Riverdale  (Mr.  Wismer)  who  said  that, 
and  I  agree  with  him  —  then  I  say  to  this  government 
that  they  have  no  excuse  and  no  apology,  and  no 
explanation  for  the  refusal  to  grant  the  minimum  that 
is  required,  namely  $10.  a  month  supplemental  allowance. 

But  that  is  not  all.   Speaking  of  "kudos";  which 
this  government  is  trying  to  get  because  of  this  Bill, 
it  is  necessary,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  bring  again  to  the 
attention  of  this  House  some  facts  which  I  presented 
in  the  Spring  Session,  which  throws  the  spotlight  '  on 
the  record  of  this  government  in  regard  to  old-age 
pensions. 

In  the  brief  which  the  Canadian  Congress 
of  Labor  presented  to  the  Joint  Committee  of  the 
Senate  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  old-age  security 
about  a  year  ago,  they  pointed  out  —  and  I  might  say 
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that  the  brief  is  printed  in  the  official  record  of 
the  proceedings  of  that  governmental  committee  —  that 
the  percentage  of  old-age  pensioners  who  are  virtually 
destitute  is  higher  in  Ontario  than  in  any  other 
province  in  Canada,  with  the  exception  of  Newfoundland. 

In  Newfoundland,  a  province  which  is  perhaps 
among  the  least  wealthy,  the  percentage  of  destitute 
pensioners  is  92$,  and  Ontario,  the  richest  of  provinces, 
is  next,  with  81%,  and  that  brief  is  careful  to  note  — 
and  I  am  now  quoting  from  that  brief  —     "the 
higher  percentages  in  some 'provinces  are  due  not  to  larger 
incomes  of  the  aged,  but  rather  to  the  more  harsh 
application  of  the  means  test  by  some  provincial 
authorities. 

I  want  to  remind  the  House  of  another  point 
which  I  brought  to  your  attention  in  the  Spring,  that 
the  same  brief  of  the  Canadian  Congress  of  Labor 
showed  further,      in  oases  of  pensioners  who  live 
with  a  child,  and  are  receiving  frse  board  and  lodging, 
such  a  pensioner  would  be  allowed  until  the  present 
time,  in  Ontario,  a  maximum  of  $300.  a  year  pension. 
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whereas  even  in  Newfoundland,  he  would  be  receiving 
,,-3^.0.00;  in  Pova  Scotia,  ,,420.00;  in  British  Columbia, 
Alberta  and  Saskatchewan,  ,r475.00;  and  so  on.   In  other 
words,  this  province  applied  the  means  test  far  more 
rigidly  than  most  provinces  in  the  country.   If  that 
does  not  show  a  very  tight  squeeze  by  this  Government, 
I  do  not  know  what  these  figures  mean. 

The  question  is  not  new.   Last  Session,  in 
the  spring,  I  Made  a  rather  long  speech  on  this  question, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  U-r.  Frost)  got  up  and  made 
certain  statements  to  this  House.   In  general,  he  argued 
that,  rather  than  seek  improvements  for  that  section  of 
the  pensioners  which  suffer  because  of  the  adequacy  of 
the  allowance,  he  was  "playing  for  big  game";  that  was 
his  expression.   He  said  that,  if  this  Government  did 
anything  of  the  sort  that  I  and  other  hon.  members  asked 
him  to  do,  Ottawa  would  sit  back  and  would  not  meet  its 
obligation.   I  am  now  going  to  quote  the  Prime  Minister; 
you  will  find  the  quotation  on  Page  LL-1  of  the  Hansard 
for  Tuesday,  torch  27,  1951.  The  Prime  Minister  (Mr. 
Frost)  is  quoted  as  saying  to  me: 

"Does  the  hon.  member  for  St. Andrew 
not  see  the  great  difficulty  of  getting  into 
that  at  the  present  time?   Here  is  the 
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•  situation.   If  we  are  successful  in  bringing 
about  this  move  with  the  Federal  Government  — 
and  I  certainly  ho^e  that  will  come  about 
within  the  next  short  time  —  we  are  then  faced 
with  a  universal  old-age  pension  in  Ontario. 
If  you  get  into  a  supplementary  system  with 
that,  it  means  that  the  Province  has  to  set 
up  a  particular  kind  of  machinery  to  meet  that 
situation,  because  there  is  no  means  test, 
there  is  nothing  to  go  on,  —  " 
And  so  on.   On  the  following  page,  the  Prime  Minister 
(Hon.  Mr.  Frost)  said  something  that  I  thought  sounded 
a  bit  hopeful.   He  said: 

"Let  us  stick  to  our  knitting  — " 
That  is  not  the  hopeful  part,  feir.  Prime  Minister. 

" — and  make  that  big  advance;  and  later  on  — " 
Here  I  am  coming  to  the  hopeful  part. 

" — when  the  circumstances  are  proper,  and  we 
have  the  universal  pension,  if  a  form  of  public 
assistance  payable  by  the  Provinces  can  be 
devised,  then  we  can  do  that." 
In  other  words,  the  Prime  Minister  led  the  House  and 
the  Province  to  believe  that,  much  as  he  desires  to 
see  an  improvement  in  the  circumstances  of  the  senior 
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citizens,  he  will  forego  doing  anything  for  the  moment, 
in  order  to  get  Ottawa  to  move  into  the  area  of  universal 
pensions  without  the  means  test;  after  that  will  have 
been  achieved,  he  will  consider  giving  a  special  public 
assistance. 

Well|  i  r.  Speaker,  I  do  not  like  this  term, 
"public  assistance".   I  think  that  pensions  should  be 
paid  as  a  right  to  every  aged  person.   But  the  need  for 
a  supplemental  payment  is  so  urgent  at  this  time  in  the 
face  of  galloping  prices,  that  I  would  settle  for 
whatever  you  will  call  it,  so  long  as  the  pensioners 
get  an  additional  income  to  enable  them  to  buy  sufficient 
food  to  provide  themselves  with  shelter  —  whicn  they 
cannot  do  now  under  the  forty-dollar  payment ;  and  I  say 
that  that  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  constitutes  a 
commitment  by  the  Government  to  provide  additional  public 
assistance  after  the  Federal  Government  will  have  instituted 
a  universal  pension  scheme. 

Well,  bir*   Acting  Speaker,  the  Federal  Government 
has  acted.   The  universal  pension  is  coming  into  force. 
The  means  test  has  been  abolished  insofar  as  those  who 
are  70  years  and  over  are  concerned.  Now  there  is  no 
question  about  the  opportune  time  for  the  Government  to 
act.  Now  is  the  time  for  the  Premier  to  implement  the 
promise  made  a  year  ago  in  this  House;  call  it  what  you 
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like;  call  it  supplementary  allowance,  call  it 
assistance,  though  I  hope  you  would  not  call  it 
"assistance".  When  responsible  bodies  like  the 
Welfare  Council  and  the  Visiting  Home-makers  prove  to 
you  that  one  requires  a  minimum  of  „;62.6l  a  month  for 
the  poorest  living  standard,  and  you  are  paying  only 
forty  dollars,  you  can  no  longer  delay  granting  the 
supplementary  allowance  without  inviting  the  charge 
that  you  are  callous  towards  the  needs  of  the  pensioners, 
and  that  you  are  responsible  for  starving  them. 

MR.  REYNOLDS  (Leeds):  Well,  well! 

MR,  SaLSBERG:  Those  are  harsh  words,  but  I  do  not 
think   that  any  other  words  will  express  what  I,  and 
I  believe  the  majority  of  the  citizens  in  this  Province, 
feel  about  it. 

MR.  REYNOLDS:  Well,  well! 

MR.  SaLSBERG:  The  Hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr. 
Frost)  and  every  hon.  member  of  the  Government,  and, 
I  imagine,  most  hon.  members  supporting  the  Government  -- 
I  am  not  sure  about  all,  but  I  am  sure  of  most  of  them  -- 
would  like  to  see  the  supplement  granted.   None  of  them 
will  assert  that  the  Government  cannot  afford  it.   None 
of  them  will  advance  the  argument  that  new  taxation  is 
required.  The  Minister  said  yesterday  that  no  new  taxation 
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is  required;  in  fact,  the  surplus  this  year  will  be  so 
large  that  he.von't  know  where  to  bury  it. 

MR.  REYNOLDS:  Terrible! 

MR.  SkLSBERG:  Iio  hon.  member,  therefore,  will 
differ  from  me  when  I  say  that  this  additional  supple- 
mentary allowance  should  be  granted.  Most  hon.  members, 
when  individually  face  to  face  with  pensioners  in  their 
constituencies,  feel  exactly  as  I  do  in  now  expressing 
my  feelings,  and  privately,  when  I  have  finished, 
supporters  of  the  Government  will  come  over  here  — 
as  was  the  case  in  the  past  whenever  I  spoke  on  the 
problem  of  old-age  pensions  —  and  say,  "What  you  said, 

«,  is  right."   But  when  I  say,  "Then,  why  don't  you 
get  up  and  force  your  Government  to  act?",  they  look 
at  me  and  smile,  as  if  to  say,  "Well,  you  know  how  it 
is;  you  can't  buck  your  own  Government."   But  I  say 
to  the  members  supporting  the  Government, "There  is 
no  bigger  issue  before  you  upon  which  you  should 
demand  action  from  your  Government  than  this  one. 
There  are  plenty  of  problems  that  come  before  this 
House  and  have  relative  importance,  but  nothing  is 
more  important  than  this.  When  you  go  back  to  Carleton 
Place,  or- to  Welland,  or  to  St  .Catherines,  or  wherever 
you  come  from,  you  are  confronted  with  this  question." 
If  anyone  doubts  that  statement,  let  me  bring  this  to 
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your  attention, --and  may  I  ask  hon.  members  through  the 
Speaker,  to  ignore  a  certain  grunt  which  comes  from  this 
direction  and  which  refuses  to  stop. 

MR,  REYNOLDS:  Right! 

liR.  SaLSBSRG:  No  one  is  responsible,  not  even 
the  person  that  issues  these  grunts,  therefore,  don't 
hold  it  against  him.   Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  anyone  doubts 
the  feeling  of  the  people  of  this  Province,  let  me 
indicate  what  it  is.   My  colleague,  the  hon.  member  for 
Bellwoods  (Mr.  MacLeod)  showed  you  yesterday  some  of 
the  replies  received  from  across  the  Province  on  the 
demand  for  a  ten-dollar  supplemental  allowance.   This, 
Mr.  Speaker,  is  the  bundle  that  arrived  this  morning  in 
the  mailbox  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bellwoods  (Mr.  MacLeod) 
and  myself.   Some  hon.  members  would  be  surprised  to 
find  how  many  of  these  letters  come  from  their  own 
constituencies . 

MR.  J.  *T.  HANNA  (Huron-Bruce)  :    Is  there 
anything  from  ^ingham? 

MR.  Si-vLSBERG:  We  have  not  checked  that  yet, 
but  I  am  sure  that  the  voters  in  Vingham  will  read  in 
their  local  paper  a  speech  in  support  of  this  proposal, 
made  by  the  hon.  member  representing  that  town  (Mr. 
Hanna),  and  that  speech  will  have  been  made  after  this 
Session  is  over.   Here  are  the  clippings  —  I  mean,  the 
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coupons  --  from  the  newspapers  from  St.-  Catherines. 
The  Idnister  of  Labour  (Mr. Daley)  seems  to  enjoy  my 
speech.   I  am  glad  that  he  does  enjoy  a  good  speech, 
but  I  do  not  think  he  should  feel  so  good  about  the 
attitude  of  the  pensioners  in  his  town.   Indeed,  I 
invite  every  member  of  the  House  to  come,  at  his  con- 
venience, and  meet  us.  T.7e  will  sort  out  these  letters 
and  we  will  show  each  member  what  has  come  from  his 
particular  constituency.   There  is  no  doubt  on  this 
question.   Just  put  this  matter  before  the  people  in 
your  own  local  paper,  and  you  will  see  how  many  will 
come  to  your  doors  and  how  many  voters  will  send  you 
letters  asking  you  to  support  the  proposal  for  a  ten- 
dollar  monthly  supplement  to  the  pensioners.   I  do  not 
want  to  take  the  time  of  the  House  in  reading  the 
letters  before  me.   They  are  moving  documents,  and  I 
would  be  very  glad  to  send  them  to  the  Prime  Minister 
(I-ir.  Frost),  so  that  he  may  look  at  them,  if  not  now, 
at  the  end  of  the  dession.   He  should  not  merely  glance 
at  the  signatures,  but  read  the  letters  that  certain 
people  have  written.   There  is  no  justification  for  any 
failure  on  the  part  of  this  Government  to  act  in  the  face 
of  such  appeals.   The  case  is  established  beyond  doubt 
that  the  need  for  assistance  is  there.   The  Government 
has  the  money;  then,  give  it  to  them. 
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Last  spring  I  felt  so  keenly  about  this  question 
.that  I  suggested  to  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost) 
that  he  agree  to  meet  me  in  a  public  debate  in  Lindsay, 
his  home  town,  to  which  only  citizens  of  Lindsay  would 
come,  and  let  the  people  of  the  Prime  Minister's  home 
town  decide  the  issue,  whether  the  Government  can  grant 
it,  and  whether  the  need  for  it  exists.   The  Minister 
then  said  that  he  would  be  afraid  to  arrange  it  because 
no  one  would  come  if  I  were  announced  as  a  speaker  — 
even  though  he  also  would  be  a  speaker.   I  undertook  to 
under-write  the  loss,  if  there  were  any  deficit,  though 
I  had  a  sneaking  suspicion  that  such  a  meeting  would 
really  make  money,  and  we  could  then  donate  it  to  some 
pensioner.   But  I  repeat  this  invitation  to  the  Hon. 
Prime  Minister  to-day.  Mr.  Speaker,  you  may  not  know 
it,  but  since  I  spoke  in  this  House  about  my  constituency 
of  St. Andrews,  and  acquainted  hon.  members  with  its 
characteristics,  many  of  them  have  become  interested 
in  the  riding  to  such  an  extent  that  the  Hon.  Prime 
Minister  is  coming  there  to-morrow  night  to  deliver  a 
speech  in  one  of  the  collegiate  institutes.   I  am  very 
glad  to  see  that  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  is  coming  to 
my  constituency  to-morrow.   I  wish  he  would  come  there 
oftener  and  speak  oftener,  and  I  am  sure  that  I  would 
get  more  votes.   But  on  this  question  I  make  the  suggestion 
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that  the  Prime  Minister  agree  to  permit  me  to  speak 
to  the  Conservative  Convention  in  St .Andrews  to-morrow 
night.   I  will  enter  the  lions'  den.   I  know  it  will  be 
a  hand-picked  Tory  convention,  but  even  with  that 
understanding,  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  let  me 
enter  that  hall  to-morrow  night. 

MR.  ISLEY  (raterloo-South) :  Will  you  take  the 
nomination? 

MR.  SaLSBERG:   In  reply  I  may  say  that  I  feel 
alive  and  have  no  intention  of  committing  suicide  or 
of  withering  away  or  becoming  atrophied  or  mummified, 
by  becoming  a  Conservative.   I  repeat,  let  the  Premier 
agree  to  meet  me  on  the  platform  of  the  Conservative 
Party  Kominating  Convention  to-morrow  night  in  my 
constituency  and  give  me  fifteen  minutes  to  present 
the  record  of  this  Government  in  regard  to  Old-Age 
Pensions,  and  to  present  my  arguments  why  a  supplementary 
allowance  must  be  granted.   I  am  prepared  to  take  the 
consequences.   I  ask  the  Premier  whether  he  agrees.   I 
think  it  is  a  reasonable  proposition.   I  know  that  at 
the  moment  the  Premier  is  reading  something,  but, 
because  I  have  the  habit  of  keeping  my  eyes  fixed  on 
his  rather  pleasant  face,  I  know  also  that  he  is 
listening  to  every  word  I  say,  so  he  has  no  excuse 
that  he  has  not  heard  me.  Now,  Mr.  Prime  Minister,  will 
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you  agree  to  defend  your  policy  on  old-age  pensions 
to-morrow  night  in  my  constituency,  where  you  are  billed 
to  speak,  and  allow  me  to  speak  on  the  same  platform  for 
fifteen  minutes  on  this  question. 

HON.  LESLIE  M,  PRCST  (Prime  Minister):  I  may 
say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  am  going  as  a  guest  to  a  meeting 
in  --  the  Spadina  Riding,  is  it?  —  somewhere  in  that 
direction. 

MR.  MacLLOD  (Bellwoods):  You  think  it  is  me 
you  are  after.' 

AN  HON.  MEMBER:  St.  Andrew  of  Scotland. 

MR.  FROST:  I  am  saying  that,  as  I  am  going  as 
a  guest,  I  think  the  hon.  member  had  better  consult  with 
my  hosts  before  he  makes  any  such  proposition  as  that. 
I  may  say  that  I  have  never  found  that  there  was  any 
cause  for  me  to  run  away  from  any  of  the  meetings  that 
he  has  suggested;  and  when  the  time  comes,  I  will  be 
willing  to  meet  with  my  friend,  not  only  in  St. Andrew's 
riding,  but  elsewhere  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  on 
the  record  of  this  Government. 

SOME  hon;  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR,  SALSBERG:  Well,  the  very  genial  Conservative 
Prime  Minister  —  and  he  is  most  genial,  but  he  is 
nevertheless  a  Conservative  Prime  Minister  --  has  said 
the  only  thing  he  could  say.  l.hat  else  could  he  have 
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said  in  reply  to  my  very  clear-cut  request,  proposal, 
suggestion,  indication,  or  whatever  you  call  it? 
I  am  sure  that  will  take  place  in  good  time,  but  I 
wanted  to  make  sure  that  this  Government  will  not  try 
to  get  kudos  for  something  it  does  not  deserve. 

This  Bill  falls  short  of  what  the  aged  citizens 
of  our  province  require.   There  is  still  time  for  the 
Government  to  change  its  course.   Politically  speaking, 
or  rather,  speaking  in  a  narrow  partisan  sense,  the 
Opposition  groups  would  be  better  off  were  the  Govern- 
ment to  allow  this  Bill  to  stand  without  any  amendment 
or  any  change,  but  I  am  sure  that  every  member  on  the 
Opposition  benches  would  be  happier,  even  though  the 
Government  got  some  kudos  out  of  it,  if  the  ten  dollars 
a  month  were  granted,  rather  than  to  have  political 
advantage  over  the  Conservative  Party  in  the  next 
election.   I  Bay  this  because  I  believe  that  hon. 
members  on  this  side. of  the  House,  not  having  their 
hands  tied  or  their  mouths  gagged  —  as  is  the  case  with 
the  supporters  of  the  Government  on  this  question  — 
spoke  from  the  depths  of  their  hearts  and  expressed 
the  sentiments  of  the  members.   Some  members  on  the 
other  side  looked  at  me  with  some  surprise  when  I  said 
they  were  gagged.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  no  one  from  the 
Government  side  has  spoken  up  so  far  on  this  question. 
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Only  the  Hon.  Minister  of  Public  Welfare  (Kr,  Goodfellow) 
and  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  have  spoken; 
no  one  else.  My  sympathies  go  out  to  all  the  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side,   I  know  how  they  feel. 
I  sympathize  with  them.   I  can  even  understand  the 
difficulties  in  which  they  find  themselves  in  being 
unable  to  get  up  here.   But  I  put  this  appeal  to  them: 
"l-'hen  you  get  into  caucus,  speak  up  there.   There  will 
be  no  Press  representatives  or  Opposition  members 
present.  Your  speeches  won't  be  reported.  Tell  the 
Government  v/hat  you  feel  about  this ,   I  know  you  feel 
the  way  we  do.   Tell  them  that  you  agree  with  what 
we  have  said,  because  I  know  you  do  agree  with  us.   If 
you  do  that,  if  you  compel  your  Government  to  change 
its  course  and  grant  at  least  ten  dollars  a  month 
extra  to  the  old-age  pensioners,  you  will  have  made 
a  greater  contribution  to  the  life  of  this  Parliament 
than  you  have  been  permitted  to  make  until  now  in  all 
its  Sessions. 

MR.  E.  B.  JOLLIFFE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  that  I  am  to  be  the  last  on 
this  side  to  speak  on  this  second  reading  of  Bill  No.l. 
In  doing  so,  I  have  no  desire  to  repeat  any  of  the 
remarks  which  have  already  been  made.  There  are, 
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however,  some  observations  which  I  think  ought  to  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  this  House. 

May  I  say  first  that  I  am  satisfied  that  in  a 
general  way  this  Bill  and  the  pending  legislation  here 
and  in  Ottawa  represent-  a  very  great  advance  over  the 
present  system  of  old-age  pensions  in  Canada  and  in 
Ontario.   I  say  it  represents  a  great  forward  step, 
although  at  the  moment  it  does  not  improve  by  one  iota 
the  position  of  the  neediest  group  of  pensioners,  and 
although  there  are  very  serious  defects  both  in  the 
scheme  as  a  whole,  and  in  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.   On  balance,  however,  it  is  a  great  advance,  and 
I  am  quite  prepared  to  give  all  credit  where  any  credit 
is  due,  although  I  think  we  should  hesitate  to  extend 
any  credit  whatever  to  those  who  have  throughout  the 
years  opposed  this  improvement,  or  who  have  at  any  time 
delayed  its  arrival 

On  one  point, at  least,  I  want  to  congratulate 
the  Government.  As  we  were  reminded  yesterday,  the 
original  Old-  Age  Pensions  Act  was  passed  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  in  1927,  and  the  Ontario  Legis- 
lature did  not  until  1929  take  advantage  of  this 
legislation  by  passing  a  complementary  Provincial  act. 
There  was  a  delay  of  two  years.  Ontario,  then  as  now 
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with  a  Conservative  Government,  was  not  the'first 
Province  to  enter  into  an  agreement  with  the  Dominion. 
The  Minister  will  recall,  I  think,  that  the  first 
Province  to  do  so  was  British  Columbia.  But  on  this 
occasion  there  is  no  delay;  and  without  any  hesitation 
I  congratulate  the  Government,  and  in  particular  the 
Minister,  on  having  proceeded  so  expeditiously. 

Having  said  that,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  add 
that  there  are  grave  defects  in  the  new  system  which 
must  not  pass  unnoticed.   There  are  defects  in  the 
scheme  as  a  whole,  that  is  to  say,  in  the  general 
scheme  under  which'  there  are  pensions  for  every  person 
over  70  and  pensions,  subject  to  a  means  test,  for 
those  from  65  to  69.  There  are  defects  in  the  scheme 
as  a  whole. 

Secondly,  there  are  defects  in  this  Bill, for 
which  this Government  must  accept  responsibility. 
Thirdly,  there  are  defects  in  the  present  administration 
which  must  be  drawn  to  the  attention  of  the  Minister  as 
well  as  the  House. 

First,   as  to  defects  in  the  scheme  as  a 
whole.   Here,  I  think;  the  Minister  and  I  are  in 
complete  agreement.  The  major  defect  of  the  scheme 
as  a  whole  is  that  it  provides  no  coverage  for  incapa- 
citated persons  below  the  age  of  65.   It  may  be  said 
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that  this  is  another  matter,  that  it  has  no  part  in 
the  system  of  old-age  security.  The  fact  remains,  and 
we  must  not  forget  it,  that  in  Canada  to-day  the 
outstanding  gap  in  our  welfare  measures  is  the  lack  of 
any  assistance  for  people  who  are  unable  to  work, 
whether  they  are  under  the  age  of  65,  or  from  65  to 
70.  Now  we  are  remedying  the  situation  to  some  degree 
for  those  who  are  65  and  over.  T.s"e  are  in  this  scheme 
doing  nothing  for  those  below  65;  and  as  we  all  know, 
a  man  of  59,  crippled  by  arthritis  may  be  in  a  much 
more  needy  position,  a  much  more  helpless  position, 
than  the  man  of  69  who  is  still  able  to  work.   That 
is  a;  st£+anent  about  which  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  room  for  argument. 

The  second  great  defect  in  the  scheme  as  a 
whole  is  that  the  means  test  has  been  continued  for 
people  from  65  to  69.   The  Conservative  Party  and  other 
parties  at  Ottawa  opposed  that  principle.   However, 
that  is  a  defect  for  which  the  Dominion  Government  is 
primarily  responsible,  and  I  will  take  no  further  time 
to  discuss  it  now. 

The  third  major  defect  is  that  the  means  test 
itself  is  being  applied  so  unsoundly.   The  ceiling  on 
incomes  of  .720  in  the  case  of  single  people  and  .yl200 
for  married  people  is,  Mr.  Speaker,  an  absurd  ceiling. 


B-16 


Let  me  point  out  that  in  this  respect  the  legislation, 
for  which  I  agree  at  this  point  the  Dominion  is 
responsible,  does  not  implement  the  recommendations 
of  the  Joint  Parliamentary  Committee.  That  was  a 
Committee  of  members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
members  of  the  Senate,  and  among  other  things  they 
recommended  —  and  there  was  unanimous  agreement  — 
that  the  means  test  in  respect  to  people  from  65  to 
69  should  be  adjusted  in  such  a  way  as  to  recognize 
to  a  greater  extent  than  at  present  the  desirability 
of  encouraging  recipients  to  earn  a  supplementary 
income. 


(Take  "C"  follows) 
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Now,  that  has  been  recognized  to  what  extent? 
To  the  extent  of  $20.  a  month,  which,  of  course,  is  no 
encouragement  whatever  for  people  from  sixty-five  to 
sixty-nine  to  go  out  and  do  useful  work. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  was  a  time,  a  few  years 
ago,  when  it  was  considered  --  and  I  think  wrongly  — 
that  if  you  could  get  men  off  the  labor  market,  it  was 
a  good  thing.  I  do  not  agree  with  that  sentiment  at  all. 
He  have  grown  away  from  that  policy;  we  now  realize  that 
it  is  not  desirable  to  encourage  people  to  stop  working 
and  producing;  it  is  desirable  to  get  them  to  produce, 
and  produce  more.  Everyone  seems  to  be  agreed  on  that 
to-day.  Not  only  does  our  economy  require  increased 
production,  but  it  is  better  for  people  in  their  sixties, 
as  a  rule,  to  have  something  useful  to  do,  than  to  have 
nothing  to  do  ,  .  •/  I  think  it  is  increasingly  realized 
by  laymen  as  well  as  by  medical  men  and  social  workers, 
that  happiness  and  health  are  much  more  likely  in  the 
case  of  the  older  persons  if  they  have  something  useful 
to  do.   Their  interest  in  life  is  greater,  and  indeed, 
their  health  may  be  longer  maintained. 

It  is  very  strange,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  we  have 
spokesmen  for  the  Federal  Government  going  about  the 
country  telling  the  workers  of  Canada  that  they  should 
produce  more;  that  they  should  be  working  longer  hours, 
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and  harder,  and  raising  the  level  of  productivity, 
while  at  the  same  time,  thousands  are  being  laid  off, 
and  at  the  same  time  they  pass   legislation  which 
discourages  able-bodied  people  between  sixty-five  and 
sixty-nine  from  producing  anything.  Where  is  the  logic 
in  that  position?  The  thing  is  absolutely  absurd.  It 
is  something  for  which  Ottawa  must  bear  the  responsibility, 
I  will  come  to  this  government  a  little  later. 

MR.  FROST:  I  may  say  that  I  generally  agree 
with  what  the  hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe) 
has  said,  and  we  advanced  this  proposal  at  the  conference 
in  Ottawa  last  December. 

As  I  have  said,  what  has  been  arrived  at 
does  not  hy  any  means,  meet  the  point  of  view  we 
advanced  at  Ottawa. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   Oh,  I  understand  that. 

MR.  FROST:   I  find  it  inconsistent  to  have 
a  pension  --  let  me  put  it  that  way  --  with  a  means 
test  from  sixty-five  to  sixty-nine,  and  no  means  test 
after  that.   I  quite  agree  it  may  have  the  tendency 
of  taking  out  of  the  labor  market  very  useful  people. 
I  think  that  is  true. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Particularly,  I  may  say,  at 
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a  time  like  this,  Mr.  Speaker.  Many  of  these  people 
would  like  to  work,  and  there  are  jobs       they  can 
do  just  as  well,  and  perhaps  better,  than  the  younger 
people.   I  h.".ve  a  constituent  who  is  eighty-four  years 
of  age,  and  he  is  as  proud  as  ^unch  of  the  fact  that 
he  is  performing  a  job  in  a  war  plant.   Most  of  the  jobs 
he  could  not  do,  but  they  found  something  he  could  do 
that  was  useful,  and  he  is  doing  it,  and  he  is  very 
proud  that  he  goes  to  work  every  morning,  and  is  happy 
about  the  whole  thing. 

There  must  be  many  of  that  kind,  who  would 
be  discouraged  from  working  by  the  absurdity  of  this 
situation. 

We  have  suggested  that  perhaps  it  is  not 

too  late  for  provincial  governments  to  urge  the 

government  at  Ottawa  that  the  ceiling  should  be  about 

i 

where  the  income  tax  exemption  is  That  would  provide 
more  incentive  for  people,  particularly  at  a  time  like 
this,  to  make  their  contribution  toward  production, 
when  it  is  very  much  needed. 

Now,  there  is  a  fourth  defect  in  the  general 
scheme  which  I  think  is  a  Dominion  responsibility,  but 
also,  I  suggest,  to  some  extent,  a  provincial  respon- 
sibility, as  I  will  show  later. 

The  Dominion  legislation  --  Bill  395  — 
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passed  in  June,  and  the  companion  legislation  which  is 
now  before  us  here,  does  not  provide  any  safe-guard  with 
reference  to  provincial  supplemental,  which  are  paid 
in  some  provinces,  and  ought  to  be  paid  in  some  others. 

I  understand  that  under  the  present  legislation, 
possibly  for  the  sake  of  clarity,  I  should  say,  "Under 
the  old  scheme  of  things"  —  such  a  supplemental  payment 
as  is  being  paid  by  British  Columbia  and  by  the  province 
of  Saskatchewan  is  permitted,  but  under  the  new  scheme, 
it  is  quite  clear  there  is  no  provision  in  the  legislation 
before  us  to  enable  the  government  to  provide  that  a 
provincial  supplement   shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  income 
for  the  purpose  of  the  means  test. 

I  might  point  out  what  an  absurd  result  may 
follow  in  a  province  like  British  Columbia.  British 
Columbia  is  paying  a  $10  supx-lement .    If  that  is  deemed 
to  be  income  of  the  recipient  ,it  means  that  the 
additional  income  in  British  Columbia  can  be  only  $10. 
a  month  or  $120.  a  year.   In  effect,  it  means  that 
everybody  in  that  group  in  British  Columbia  will  be 
removed  entirely  from  production.because  $10.  a  month 
will  be  neither  here  nor  there. 

What  I  wish  the  government  would  consider 
is  to  look  into  its  .own  legislation  here  and  attempt 
to  get  Ottawa's  approval  to  the  extent  that  any  provincial 
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supplementary  payment  shall  not  be  deemed  income  for 
the  purpose  of  the  means  test. 

There  is  another  great  defect  which  has 
been  referred  to  repeatedly  during  this  debate,  and  that 
is  the  rigidity  of  the  scheme  as  a  whole,  which  takes 
a  figure  of  $40.  a  month'  at  a  time  when  we  are  under- 
going inflation.   The  Dominion  chose  that  figure.  We 
think  it  is  wrong.  We  believe  they  could  be  induced  to 
increase  it,  if  sufficient  pressure  were  brought  to  bear, 
and  I  think  the  most  effective  pressure  could  be  brought 
to  bear  by  the  provinces. 

This  again  is  not  in  substance,  implementing 
the  report  of  the  Parliamentary  Committee,  because  the 
report  of  the  Parliamentary  Committee  said  ")40.  a  month" 
on  June  28th,  1950. 

On  June  28th,  1950,  the  cost  of  living  index 
figure  was  165.4.   To-day  it  is  crowding  190,  and  to 
fix  a  figure  of  $40.  a  month  is  not  fixing  a  figure 
recommended  by  the  Parliamentary  Committee  a  year  ago 
last  June.  It  may  be  doing  so  in  form,  but  not  doing 
so  in  reality. 

Finally,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  great  defect  in  the 
scheme  as  a  whole  is  the  requirement  as  to  eligibility 
or  one  of  the  requirements  at  least.  Here  again  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  did  not  implement  the  report  of  the 
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Parliamentary  Committee.   Let  me  give  an  example,  and 
it  will  be  quite  clear. 

The  Parliamentary  Committee  recommended  that 
in  the  case  of  the  group  hetween  sixty-five  and  sixty- 
nine,  the  residential  requirement  should  be  fifteen 
years  —  not  twenty  years,  but  fifteen  years.   The 
government  of  Canada  saw  fit  to  disregard  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Committee,  and  required,  in  Bill  395, 
that  to  be  eligible,  the  applicant  must  have  resided 
in  Canada  for  the  twenty  years  immediately  preceding 
the  date  of  the  application.   Or  if  he  has  not  so 
resided  in  Canada  for  twenty  years,  a  period  is  required 
equal  to  twice  the  absences  from  Canada  during  those 
twenty  years. 

Now,  I  think  this  country  has  been  growing 
up  very  fast,  but  the  government  at  Ottawa  does  not 
realize  how  grown  up  we  are. 

There  are  to-day  and  previously  in  recent 
years,  a  great  many  Canadians  born  in  this  country, 
brought  up  in  this  country,  educated  in  this  country, 
and  employed  by  institutions  in  this  country,  who 
have  spent  the  latter  years  of  their  lives  abraod. 
You  would  think  the  government  at  Ottawa  with  its 
embassies,  legations,  trade  commissioners,  and  so  forth, 
would  realize  that  they  have  come  to  a  point  where 


C-7 


thousands  of  Canadians  leave  to  work  abroad,  but 
undoubtedly  remain  Canadians,  with  their  roots  in 
this  country. 

I  wonder  if  these  wise  men  at  Ottawa  realize 
that  the  residential  requirement,  under  section  3  of 
Bill  395,  will  make  ineligible,  for  example,  a  Canadian 
missionary,  a  missionary  employed  by  a  Canadian  church, 
who  serves  as  a  Canadian  missionary  in  a  foreign  country, 
say,  for  the  fifteen  years  prior  to  the  retirement  at 
sixty-five.   Some  of  these  missionaries  have  pension 
schemes  of  their  own,  I  will  admit.   But  some  of  them 
have  no  pension  scheme.   A  missionary  who  has  served 
from  the  age  of  fifty  to  sixty-five  in  Africa  or  Asia, 
and  then  comes  back  to  retire  in  Canada  at  sixty-five 
will  be  ineligible  under  section  3  of  Bill  395. 

When  things  like  that  happen,  we  wonder 
what  is  the  matter  with  the  people  in  Ottawa.  And 
that  will  be  more  serious  in  the  case  of  the  group 
over  seventy.   That  legislation  is  not  before  us  here, 
but  in  the  case  of  that  group,  I  am  afraid  that  a 
substantial  number  of  Canadians  will  be  found  ineligible , 
if  a  similar  residential  requirement  as  appears  here 
is  in  the  Federal  Act  with  respect  to  the  group  over 
seventy,  which  is  expected  next  month. 

I  am  perfectly  aware  that  the  Deputy- 
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at  Ottawa 
Minister  of  Welfare/has  written  a  rather  bureaucratic 

letter  assuring  people  that  these  questions  will  all 
be  fixed  up  in  the  regulations;  that  the  regulations 
will  be  arranged  so  that  men  who  have  worked  and  lived 
abroad  will  be  deemed  to  have  lived  here  all  the  time, 
but  in  order  to  qualify,  the  poor  fellow  will  have  to 
perjure  himself  by  saying  that  while  abroad  he  main- 
tained a  home  here,  which,  of  course,  is  not  true. 

Statements  of  that  kind  make  no  impression 
on  me  at  all,  and  the  next  time  the   .    -Minister  of 
Welfare  for  Ontario  is  talking  to  the  hon.  Mr.  Martin, 
I  wish  he  would  raise  this  question,  because  I  do  not 
think  the  Federal  government  has  given  it  sufficient 
thought.   They  may  think  it  is  not  necessary  because 
the  vast  number  of  civil  servants  abroad  will  be  made 
ineligible  in  any  event,  under  Bill  395,  that  they 
undoubtedly  will  receive  a  pension.. 

But  there  are  others,  for  whom  this  is  not 
the  case,  and  I  wish  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow) 
would  keep  that  in  mind. 

Now  I  come  to  the  defects  in  the  Bill  before 
this  House,  and  these  are  the  defects  for  which  the 
government  of  Ontario  must  accept  responsibility.   I 
make  this  clear,  that  these  defects  which  I  am  about  to 
discuss  represent  decisions  of  the  government  of  Ontario 
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embodied  in  this.  Bill,  decisions  which  it  was  not 
necessary  to  take;  decisions  which  could  have  been 
different  if  the  government  had  so  decided.  I  hope 
that  now  they  will  see  merit  in  my  remarks  by  making 
some  changes. 

In  the  first  place,  I  point  out  that  the  old 
Act  —  the  present  Act  —  does  not  fix  the  pension  at 
a  stated  figure  —  under  the  present  Act.  The  new  Act 
rigidly  fixes  it  at  $40.  a  month.   It  is  frozen  at 
$40.  a  month.  I  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  a  backward 
step;  that  is  a  change  for  the  worse  from  the  broader 
system  under  the  old  Act.  And  I  say,  too,  that  the 
government  did  not  have  to  do  that.   They  could  have 
used  the  formula  in  the  old  Act. 

Secondly,  you  have  now  in  the  new  Act.  a  very 
narrow  definition  of  "assistance".   The  definition  of 
"assistance"  in  the  new  Act  is  so  precise  and  so  narrow 
that  you  are  effectively  prohibiting  yourselves  from 
any  relaxation  in  the  future,  if  relaxation  should  be 
necessary.  More  perhaps  can  be  said  about  that  during 
the  Committee  stage,  and  I  will  not  go  into  it  further 
at  the  moment.   That,  too,  is  a  backward  step.  You  have 
deliberately  made  your  definition  of  "assistance"  so 
narrow  that  you  will  not  have  the  same  freedom  of  move- 
ment you  had  under  the  old  Act. 
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Thirdly;  the  old  Act  provided  expressly  in 
Section  14,  that  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council 
may  make  regulations,  and  I  quote  "sub-section  tct" 
"providing     for  a  cost  of  living  or  other  bonus 
to     pensioners  or  any  class  or  group  thereof." 

That  is  in  the  old  Act.   That  is  in  the  Act 
which  has  been  on  the  Statute  books  for  a  good  many 
years,  and  the  government  of  Ontario  has  acted  under 
that  power  more  than  once. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not  in  this  Bill.  Why? 
I  say  that  is  a  backward  step.   You  are  deliberately 
hand-  cuffing  yourselves  so  that  if  the  cost  of  living 
index  should  reach  400  in  January  there  is  not  a  thing 
you  can  do  about  it.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Grey 
South  (Mr.  Oliver)  was  Minister  of  Welfare  in  1943, 
before  the  election  and  for  some  time  prior  to  the 
election.   I  think  it  was  about  that  time  that  we  had 
some  increase  in  the  cost  of  living,  nothing  like  we 
have  to-day,  of  course.   The  Federal  government  then 
"came  through"  with  a  $5,00  increase  in  the  pension 
and  the  government  of  which  the  hon.  member  (Mr. 
Oliver)  was  a  member  was  able  to  supplement  that  with 
a  $3.00  provincial  bonus,  bringing  the  total  up  to 
$28.00  a  month.  The  hon.  member-  (Mr.  Oliver)  could  do 
that  under  the  clause  such  as  the  one  which  I  have  read. 
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I  think  I  am  quite  right  about  that.   But  the  hon.  members 
opposite  are  being,  very,  very  careful  to  make  certain 
that  they  cannot  do  what  was  done  by  the  Liberal  govern- 
ment in  1943.  Why?  Why  take  it  out?  Why  handcuff- 
yourselves  when  you  cannot  foresee  what  will  happen 
in  the  next. three  or  four  months?  Of  course,  neither 
can  anybody  else,  except  I  may  say,  I  expect  to  see 
the  cost  of  living  index  reach  200  before  the  new  year. 

It  is  a  surprising  thing  that  any  government 
can  deliberately  seek  to  tie  its  own  hands. 

Nowadays,  it  is  the  trend  for  governments 
to  give  themselves  all  the  power  they  can  in  advance, 
and  then  exercise  it  by  executive  degree.  But  in  this 
so-important  matter,  the  hon.  members  opposite  appear 
to  be  travelling  in  the  other  direction.  They  could  not 
permit  themselves  to  grant  a  bonus  or  cost  of  living 
supplement,  even  if  they  were  persuaded  it  was  the 
right  thing  to  do. 

While  we  are  on  that  point,  the  hon. Minister 
(Mr.  Goodfellow)  said  yesterday  sons  thing  which  reminded 
me  of  a  statement  by  another  distinguished  Conservative. 
He  said  at  page  S.-17: 

"This  old-age  assistance  Bill  now  before  the 
House  will  bring  comfort  and  security  to 
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thousands  of  our  citizens  between  sixty-five  • 
and  sixty-nine,  especially  to  widows  who  have 
lost  their  breadwinners,  and  persons  who  have 
infirmities  which  make  it  impossible  for  them 
to  make  a  livelihood  of  their  own". 

"Comfort  and  security".   May  I  say  this 
reminds  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  of  none  other  than  the  Rt.hon. 
Arthur  Meighen,  in  what  he  said  in  the  House  of  Commons 
on  April  £6th,  1926,  speaking  on  an  earlier  Bill.   Of 
course,  he  was  speaking  rona  rather  different  point  of 
view  from  my  own,  and,  as  always,  he  made  his  point 
very  well. 

Mr.  Meighen  said  this,  and  he  was  saying  it, 
of  course,  with  reference  to  a  Bill  which  provided  for 
u  bonus  of  ij)20.  a  month,  at  a  time  when  the  cost  of 
living  index  was  about  half  or  less  what  it  is  now. 
He  said: 

"No;  and  anyway,  if  we  provided  a  larger 
amount  --  although  I  am  not  arguing  for  it  — 
there  would  be  some  hope  of  taking  the  old 
people  out  of  the  poor-house  and  putting 
them  in  their  homes.   But  when  we  confine 
it  to  this  proposition,  it  is  pure  hypocrisy 
on  our  part  to  throw  out  the  signal  to  the 
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aged  people  of  Canada  that  the  shadow  of  the 
poor-house  is  no  more  about  them  and  that  we 
are  going  to  keep  them  comfortably  in  their 
homes.   Can  the  hon.  member  for  North  Winnipeg 
suggest  any  way  on  earth  by  which  an  old  person 
can  live  on  :;?250.  a  year." 

That  sounds  rather  like  the  hon.  member  who 
preceded  me  in  this  debate,   but  the  point  is  perfectly 
valid,  and  when  we  say  that  §40.  a  month  will  enable 
the  people  to  live  in  comfort  and  security  it  is,  as. Mr 
Heighen  put  it /'hypocrisy". 

Now  then,  the  fourth  serious  defect  in  this 
Bill  is  that  there  is  no  provision  in  it  for  health 
services  for  those  over  seventy.   There  is  a  mystery 
there  which  perhaps  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow) 
will  clear  up  when  he  speaks  later  in  this  debate. 

The  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  said 
yesterday: 

"It  is  the  intention  of  this  government  to 
continue  free  medical  services  to  those  who 
are  presently  in  receipt  of  pensions,  and 
arrangements  will  be  made  through  agreement 
with  the  Ontario  Medical  Association  to  provide 
services  to  those  in  need  who  are  over  seventy 
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and  who  are  not  at  the  present  time  in  receipt 
of  pensions,  as  well  as  providing  medical 
services  for  the  65-69  group  who  qualify  under 
the  new  Old-age  Assistance  Act." 

This  hill  refers  to  people  from  sixty-five  to 
sixty-nine;  it  has  no  reference  to  people  over  seventy, 
except  that  it  repeals  the  present  Act. 

After  December  31st,  the  government  will  have 
no  legislative  authority  whatever  to  provide  medical 
services,  or  any  other  kind  of  services,  to  people  over 
seventy  years.   I  think  there  has  been  a  slip  in  the 

legislative  workshop  somewhere  which  should  be  corrected, 

to  object  to 
I  do  not  want/a  provision  that  the  government 

may  continue  every  necessary  service  to  the  people 

over  seventy- ,   But  how  do  they  know  they  will  not  be 

called  upon  to  do  something  for  which  they  have  no 

legislative  authority?  I  hope  that  the  hon.  Minister 

(  Mr.  Goodfellow) ,  even  if  he  has  not  heard  what  I  have 

been  saying,  probably  suspects  what  is  coming.   I 

think  he  should  make  clear  where  his  legislative 

authority  is  for  continuing  medical  services  after 

January  1st  --  or  counselling  service  or  any  other 

kind  of  service  in  this  Bill,  in  which  you  are 

repealing  the  present  Act  as  of  December  31st.   We  will 
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be  very  glad  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr. 
Goodfellow)  as  to  Vvrh ether  he  has  been  able  to  find 
any  legislative  authority. 

In  any  event,  surely  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr. 
Goodfellow)  will  be  fair  enough  to  agree  that  the 
present  service  is  a  mere  gesture;  that  the  service  on 
which  the  government  is  planning  to  spend  a  little  more 
than  .800  a  month,  can  hardly  be  described,  in  reality, 
as  "medical  services  for  pensioners",  or  "health 
services"  of  any  real  kind,  and  certainly  it  is  not  to 
be  spoken  of  in  the  same  breath  as    what  British 
Columbia  is  doing  and  what  Saskatchewan  is  doing  for 
the  old-age  pensioners  who,  for  some  time,  have  been 
provided  medical  services,  drugs,  and  hospitalization 
at  cost j  and  the  cost,  as  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Good- 
fellow)  well  knows,  is  very  much  greater  than  800  a 
month.  It  is  more  like  $7.00  or  $8.00  a  month,  if  we 
add  it  all  up,  and  it  is  not  the  same  at  all  as  the 
hon.  Minister  said  yesterday  when  he  said  they  were 
continuing  medical  services  to  people  in  this  position. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  said  a  little  while  ago 
that  the  Minister  and  the  government  have  deliberately 
chosen  to  make  it  impossible  for  them  to  pay  a  cost  of 
living  bonus,  if  they  ever  become  convinced  it  is  necessary, 
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and  they  desire  to  do  it.   And  I  ask  the  question, 
"Why?". 

There  is  another  question  I  would  like  to* 
ask  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  to  answer  when 
he  rises  in  his  place.   It  has  been  asked  before,  but 
I  will  ask  it  again.   The  hon.  Minister  will  not  deny 
that  British  Columbia  is  a  province  with  great  growth 
and  expansion.   British  Columbia  has  for  some  time, 
been  paying  a  supplemental  §10.  a  month  to  old-age 
pensioners  and  I  venture  to  predict  they  will  continue 
to  do  so  after  their  legislature  meets  on  the  22nd  of 
October.   I  venture  to  say  that  supplement    will  not 
be  cut  off. 

If  British  Columbia  can  do  that,  why  not 
Ontario? 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hearS 

MR.  JOLLIFES:  And  I  challenge  the  hon. 
Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  to  rise  in  this  House,  like 
a  man,  like  the  "good  fellow"  which  I  believe  him  to 
be  , and  say  why.  Ontario  cannot  do  it,  when  British 
Columbia  can  do  it,  and  undoubtedly  will  continue  to 
do  it? 

Before  I  conclude,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must 
draw  to  the  attention  of  the  House,  and  the  hon. 
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Minister,  some  defects  in  administration  which  seem  to 
me  very  serious.   In  saying  this,  I  concede,  as  I  think 
all  hon.  members  do,  that  the  hon.  Minister  himself  is 
a  cqnscientous  and  humane  man;  he  has  tried  to  do  a  good 
job  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.   Having  said  that,  I  put 
to  him  this  question.  How  will  you  register  approximately 
43,000  people  aged  between  sixty-five  and  sixty-nine  years 
in  the  last  three  months  of  1951,  apply  means  tests,  and 
conduct  investigations,   Should  this  job  have  not  been 
started  a  little  sooner?  Assuming  that  there  are  approx- 
imately 100  investigators  available,  —  and  I  am  question- 
ing whether  they  are  all  available,  because  they  have 
other  duties,  and  they  cannot  be  entirely  devoted  to  this 
'one  thing  during  the  next  two  or  three  months.   But  assum- 
ing they  are  available,  how  is  the  Minister  going  to  inves- 
tigate 43,000  applications  in  October,  November  and  Decem- 
ber —  in  about  60  working  days,  even  if  he  has  the  full- 
time  service  of  about  100  investigators?  That  means  that 
each  investigator  will  have  to  make  and  complete  seven 
investigations  a  day,  and  some  of  them  will  be  called  on 
to  qo  it  in  places  like  Bruce  County,  Manitoulin  Island, 
or  the  District  of  Cochrane,  and  perhaps  some  of  them 
even  in  the  County  of  Victoria,  or  the  District  of  Hali- 
burton,  and  if  they  can  do  seven  a  day  in  the  district 
of  Haliburton,  in  the  second  week 
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of  December,  they  are  pretty  hardy  investigators. 

This  is  serious,  I  suggest.  -Perhaps  it  may 
be  a  good  reason  for  having  an  election  and  getting  it 
over  with,  before  the  chickens  come  home  to  roost. 

I  suggest  to  the  hon.  Minister  that  he  will 
be  in  real  trouble  in  January,  February  and  March, 
unless  some  miracle  is  accomplished,  because  a  great 
many  who  have  applied  for  the  new  pension,  will  not 
know  whether  they  are  getting  it  or  not,  and  will  not 
receive  their  cheques.     I  suggest  to  the  hon.  Minister 
quite  seriously  --  and  this  is  not  said  by  way  of 
carping  criticism,  because  I  think  the  Minister  has  a 
real  problem  on  his  hands,  and  is  probably  worried  about 
it  —  but  I  suggest,  that  if  you  are  unable  to  finish 
the  processing  of  the  applications, the  least  you  can 
do  when  you  are  able  to  complete  them,  is  to  make  the 
payments  retroactive  to  the  1st  of  January.   I  admit 
that  is  not  too  satisfactory  to  people  who  hoped  to 
get  them  in  January,  but  if  you  cannot  get  the  job 
done  in  time,  then  I  urge  upon  the  Minister,  that 
payments  be  made  retroactive  to  the  first  of  the  year. 

MR.  FROST:  We  are  the  first  government  of 
Canada  to  pass  this  legislation. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   That  is  right.   I  am  very 
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objective  about  these  things.  The  hon.  Prime  Minister 
(Mr.  Frost)  just  now  reminded  us,  as  I  have  told  the 
House,  that  there  has  been  no  delay  in  this  legislation; 
that  Ontario  is  the  first  province  to  call  the  legislature 
together  to  pass  this  legislation.   That  is  right. 
That  is  objective. 

But,  unfortunately,  there  is  another  side 
to  the  story.   Ontario  is  not  the  first  government  to 
receive  applications. 

JO.  FROST:  We  are  receiving  applications 
right  along. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   Do  you  make  investigations? 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:   Oh,  yes. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   This  has  been  going  on  since 
the  1st  of  September? 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:   Yes. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   .And  I  say  that  even  there, 
you  must  yield  primacy  to  British  Columbia,  and  even 
the  Federal  government  issued  these  yellow  sheets 
through  the  post-office.   They  steered  clear  of 
provincial  agencies  and  they  got  the  post-office  into 
the  social  welfare  by  handing  out  these  yellow  sheets 
sometime  ago,  inviting  the  people,  sixty-nine  and  one- 
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half  years  of  age  or  more  to  file  their  applications. 

MR.  FROST:  I  may  say  to  the  hon.  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe)  that  we  were  as  much 
concerned  as  anybody  with  the  proof  of  age.   That  is 
a  very  great  problem. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   I  am  just  coming  to  that. 

MR.  FROST:  We  took  that  matter  in  hand  six 
weeks  ago,  and  made  provision  for  people  to  fill  out 
the  forms,  and  enabled  the  census  records  to  be  consulted. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   I  appreciate  that. 

I  will  say  just  a  word  about  the  proof  of  age. 
The  Dominion  issued  these  yellow  forms,  and  here  again 
I  must  register  another  complaint  about  the  bureaucratic 
method  adopted.   I  think  they  say  that  people 

of  seventy  and  over  are  entitled  to  $40.  a  month  under 
the  Old-age  Security   Act  of  1951.   I  think  even  for 
a  civil  service,  that  is  going  a  bit  far.   I  think 
the  wording  could  have  been  more  accurate  and  more 
discreet,  hecause  the  fact  is  there  is  no  Old-age 
Security  Act  of  1951.   It  has  not  passed  the  Canadian 
Parliament;  it  has  not  received  assent;  it  has  not 
been  through  third  reading;  it  has  not  been  through 
second  reading;  it  has  not  been  introduced,  and  my 
own  suspicion  is  that  it  has  not  yet  been  written. 
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SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Oh,  oh! 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  So  these  yellow  forms  dis- 
tributed by  the  thousands  through  the  post-office  were 
written  with  a  somewhat  academic  or  poetic  license, 
which  I  will  discuss  later  with  hon.  Mr.  Martin. 

I  am  not  quarreling  with  the  premature 
distribution  of  these  forms,  although  they  might  have 
been  worded  better.   It  could  have  beerv&one  better  had 
it  been  earlier,  so  that  the  applications  could  have 
been  processed  by  the  end  of  the  year. 


(Take  "D"  follows) 
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I  want  to  add  that  I  think  that  the  Vital  ^statistics 
Branch,  under  great  pressure,  and  great  difficulty, 
has  been  doing  about  as  well  as  anybody  could  expect. 
They  have  had  a  flood  of  applications,  and  I  must  say 
that  I  think  that  they  deserve  credit  for  getting  them 
out  as  rapidly  as  they  have  at  a  time  of  great 
emergency. 

One  more  point,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  reference  to 
the  cost  of  pensions  under  this  Bill.   I  must  say  that 
I  agree  with  the  Hon.  the  Leader  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  this  House  (Mr,  Oliver);  I  do  not  see  how 
pensions  under  this  Bill  could  possibly  cost  the 
Government  as  much  as  pensions  are  costing  the  Govern- 
ment now.   In  the  first  place,  as  a  matter  of  simple 
arithmetic,  you  have  now  on  pension  93,000  people, 
and  you  expect         43,000  under  this  Bill.   In 
other  words  you  are  going  to  double  your  contribution, 
that  is,  from  25  to  $0  percent,  in  respect  of  less  than 
half  the  number  of  people,  for  43,000  is  considerably 
less  than  half  of  93,000,   Unless  my  arithmetic  is 
all  wrong  there  is  only  one  answer  to  that. 

Secondly,  to  be  specific  about  it,  the  estimates 
for  195-0-jS>1  which  the  Mnister  presented  put  the  cost 
of  pensions  for  the  year  at  ,,10,200,000.   That  was  under 
the  old  scheme  of  tilings.   If  you  take  43,000  people 
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and  assume  that  all  of  them  get  forty  dollars  a 
month  --  which,  of  course,  is  an  extravagant  assumption 
--  but  assume  that  every  one  of  them  qualify  for  it  -- 
your  cost  will  be  ,;10,320,000,  or  ,,,120,000  more  than 
your  estimate  for  last  year.   Of  course  it  will  be 
less  than  that,  for  obviously  some  of  them  will  not 
get  forty  dollars  a  month;  for  some  of  them  the 
allowance  will  be  reduced  by  reason  of  other  income 
and  other  earnings.   But  there  is  another  saving. 
The  Minister  said  that  as  a  result  of  this  measure 

the  municipalities  are  going  to  be  relieved  of  costs 

the 
with  respect  to/unemployed  which  will  amount  to  $1,000,000  to 

$2, 000, 000 a  year.   The  Minister  is  paying  the  same  amount  as 

the  municipalities  for  the  costs  of  the  unemployed, 

so  the  saving  to  him  is  also  between  one  and  two  million 

dollars  a  year.   So  according  to  his  own  figures  we  have 

here  of  at  least 
a  saving    a  million  dollars,  and  that  will  reduce 

the  figure  to  #9,320,000,  which  is  well  below  the 

present  cost  for  which  the  Minister  is  responsible. 

Could  it  be,  or  have  I  an  unduly  suspicious 
mind,  that  the  Minister's  unwillingness  to  concede  that 
he  is  saving  money  on  this  deal  is  due  to  a  reluctance 
to  grant  a  cost  of  living  supplement?  I  think  we  might 
well  have  an  answer  to  that  question. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  I  have  not  detained  the  House 
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too  long.  Lay  I  say  in  conclusion  that,  like  other 
hon.  members  who  have  spoken  before  me,  I  consider  it 
an  honour  and  a  privilege  to  be  able  on  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  to  vote  for  a  measure  which  on 
balance  I  regard  to  be  a  great  step  forward,  — 

SOLE  HON.  m^BERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  — to  vote  for  a  measure  which 
notwithstanding  some  serious  defects,  — 

HON.  MR.  DUNBAR  i  Don't  spoil  it  J 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  I  am  not  spoiling  it;  the  people 
who  took  four  backward  steps  from  the  old  act  are  the 
people  who  are  spoiling  it.   I  don't  want  to  see  it 
"spoiled,  We'  would  like  our  pleasure  to  be  unmixed. 
T."e  would  like  to  feel  we  were  not  going  backward  as  well 
as  forward  on  this  measure.  But  for  many  people,  if 
not  to  the  Hon.  Minister  of  Municipal  Affairs  (Mr. 
Dunbar),  this  measure  will  mean  a  great  deal;  and  we 
have  great  pleasure  in  supporting  it.  VJe  do  not  waive 
for  one  moment  our  objections  to  the  grave  defects  I 
have  indicated  here  to-day.  T;e  are  in  much  the  same 
position  as  an  unfortunate  homeseeker  in  these  troubled 
times  who  finds  that  he  can  rent  for  himself  and  his 
family  a  slum  house.   Now  he  may  have  grave  objections 
to  that  house,  but  he  is  glad  to  be  able  to  get  it, 
and  he  accepts  with  enthusiasm  the  only  house  he  can  get. 
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In  that  sense,  hr.  opeaker,  we  accept  with  enthusiasm 
the  bill  before  the  House  this  afternoon. 

HOK.  KR.  Wm.  A.  GOODFELLOtfJ  (Minister  of  Public 
Welfare):  I  have  listened  with  interest  to  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill  which  is  now  before  the  House.   I  want  to 
compliment  some  hon.  members  of  the  Opposition  for 
constructive  criticism  and  ideas  which  they  have 
expressed,  and  I  refer  especially  to  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe).  Speaking  about  the  principle 
in  connection  with  the  old-age  security  program,  I 
o resume  that  the  Federal  Government  felt  they  should 
present  it  to  the  Provinces  because  it  was  in  line  with 
the  proposals  of  the  Committee  which  they  had  appointed. 
I  assume  they  felt  it  was  necessary  to  bring  forward 
proposals  that  would  meet  with  the  agreement  of  all 
the  provinces.  After  all,  in  any  conference,  in  order 
to  get  agreement,  you  must  sit  down  in  a  spirit  of 
co-operation  and  display  a  willingness  to  get  together 
for  the  common  good;  and  you  have  to  make  concessions. 
No  one  ever  gets  everything  he  wants.   I  do  not  suppose 
any  hon.  member  would  want  to  live  in  a  world  wherein 
each  and  every  one  got  everything  he  desired,  or 
everything  he  went  after;  it  would  take  all  initiative 
away  from  us. 
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I  agree  with  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr. 
Jolliffe)  that,  we  all  having  denounced  the  means  test 
as  being  unsound,  it  is  hard  to  see  the  principle  of 
depriving  people  of  the  use  of  their  productive 
ability,  and  of  making  them  feel  —  due  to  the  means 
test,  which  was  very  stringent  —  that  they  are 
receiving  charity.   It  would  be  rather  hard  to  argue 
for  the  presentation  to  this  House  of  a  Bill  which 
imposes  a  means  test  on  a  group  of  citizens  who,  at 
ages  of  65  to  70,  have  far  more  productive  ability 
than  the  group  over  70.  However,  we  did  feel  and  we 
do  feel  that  the  conference  at  Ottawa  was  a  step 
forward.   It  brought  forward,  at  least  in  part,  a 
program  we  have  favoured  for  some  years.   I  have  felt, 
as  one  who  has  been  responsible  for  a  number  of  years 
for  the  administration  of  old-age  pensions  in  this 
Province,  that  there  should  be  some  form  of  contributory 
pension  to  which  people  at  the  qualifying  age  should  be 
entitled,  as  a  matter  of  right.   I  have  publicly  stated 
that  on  many  occasions.   One  cannot  but  reach  that 
conclusion  after  having  had  experience  over  a  period  of 
years  in  the  administration  of  tensions  and  having  had 
to  penalize  people  because  they  earned  a  few  too  many 
dollars.  We  had  to  do  that  sort  of  thing  every  day  in 
the  week.   Thousands  every  year  could  not  qualify  for  a 
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full  pension,  because  their  assets  or  their  earnings 
were  too  large.   So  we  hope  that,  for  at  least  that 
part  of  old-age  security  which  is  to  become  effective 
on  the  first  of  January,  there  will  be  provision  for 
at  least  the  group  over  seventy.   By  passing  this  Act, 
we  are  imposing  on  another  group  of  people  a  means 
test  which  will  be  baded  on  the  needs  of  individuals 
who  apply  between  the  ages  of  65  and  70.   Like  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  I  am  not  heartily  in  accord 
with  this  principle,  yet  I  believe  it  is  a  great  step 
forward  inasmuch  as  it  will  help  a  needy  group  in  that 
particular  age  limit  which  at  present  is  encountering 
hardships . 

I  would  not  get  up  before  the  House  this 
afternoon,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  make  any  prediction  as 
to  how  many  will  apply  or  how  many  will  qualify  under 
the  legislation  before  us.   I  assume  that  our  experience 
will  be  the  same  as  under  the  former  old-age  pensions 
measure.  At  the  start  the  numbers  were  small.   I 
believe,  in  the  first  year  it  was  in  effect  in  this 
Province,  there  were  only  about  twenty  thousand  applicants; 
but  the  number  has  grown  until  at  the  present  time  there 
are  93,000,  and  this,  with  a  means  test  which  is 
comparable  to  what  was  in  force  when  the  system  was 
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was  instituted.   So  it  will  be  progressive.   It  is  ray- 
definite  opinion  that  in  a  period  of  slackening  of 
employment  the  numbers  will  rise  very  rapidly.   I  do 
not  think  anyone  can  question  the  fact  that  able-bodied 
people,  especially  men,  are  not  going  to  apply  for  a 
pension  of  forty  dollars  a  month  if  they  can  go  out  and 
work  and  earn  much  more,  especially  in  these  days  of 
comparatively  high  wages.   However,  the  trend  will  be 
progressive,  and  I  would  not  make  a  guess  or  attempt 
to  indicate  what  the  scheme  will  cost  the  Province  of 
Ontario  in  the  next  year,  but  I  am  sure,  as  I  know  every 
member  of  this  House  is,  that  the  cost  will  increase, 
as  is  the  case  with  all  social  or  public  welfare  measures, 
afe  the  years  go  by. 

A  question  was  raised  relative  to  the  ability 
of  the  staff  of  the  Department  to  deal  with  the  applica- 
tions as  they  come  to  the  attention  of  our  Department. 
We  feel  we  will  be  able  to  handle  the  applications.  '7e 
have  approximately  150  field  workers  across  the  province. 
They  are  working  on  this  matter  at  the  present  time,  and 
I  assure  this  House  that  we  will  do  everything  possible  so 
to  handle  these  cases  that  every  person  who  qualifies 
will  receive  a  pension  in  the  last  days  of  January,  195*2. 
That  is  the  only  indication  I  can  £ive  you:   we  will  do 
everything  that  is  possible  within  the  ability  of  the 
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employees  of  the  Department  to  handle  the  applications. 
•Being  unable  to  handle  the  volume  that  we  might  anti- 
cipate, we  proposed,  as  we  have  been  doing  in  the  past, 
to  make  payments  retroactive,  providing  the  applications 
were  received  by  the  first  of  January,  1951,  — 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:  — because  it  would  not  be 
fair  to  any  needy  person  in  this  Province  to  deprive 
him  of  even  one  month's  pension  because  of  difficulties 
of  dealing  with  the  volume  of  applications  which  may 
come  in. 

Regarding  medical  services:   the  hon.  member 
for  St.  David  (Mr,  Dennison)  yesterday  raised  the 
question  as  to  whether  we  had  made  provision  to  give 
the  services  to  the  group  over  seventy,  and  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe)  has  again 
raised  the  question  to-day.   The  only  assurance  I  have 
is  derived  from  the  law  clerk.   After  all,  I  am  a 
farmer,  not  a  lawyer,   and  I  have  not  the  legal  mind; 
but  I  always  feel  that  as  far  as  Ministers  are  con- 
cerned, it  is  for  governments  to  set  policy  and  for 
our  legal  mind  — 

MR.  SaLSBERG:  — to  confuse  them  as  much  as 
oossiblel 
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MR.  GOODFELLOW:  — to  prepare  these  bills 
of  ours  for  introduction  as  legislation.  The  law 
clerk  assured  me  that  monies  appropriated  by  the  last 
Parliament  for  old-age  pensions  can  be  used  for  medical 
services  for  the  old-age  group  until  torch  31st  next, 
the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

The  Act  is  very  simple.   I  think  it  covers 
what  we  proposed  that  it  should  cover.  The  question 
of  bonuses  was  raised  yesterday,  and  again  to-day. 
As  long  as  I  live  I  shall  never  look  back  with  pleasure 
to  the  experience  I  had  as  the  responsible  Minister  in 
trying  to  administer  the  supplementary  bonus  to 
pensioners  in  this  Province.   Now  that  the  Federal 
Government  is  assuming  full  financial  responsibility 
for  the  over-seventy  group,  I  think  it  would  be  rather 
presumptuous  on  the  part  of  this  Government  or  this 
House  to  suggest  to  the  Federal  Government >  which  will 
be  paying  the  bills  for  universal  pensions,  how  much 
basic  pension  should  be  paid  to  people  over  seventy 
years  of  age.   It  is  not  for  me  to  suggest  how  much 
that  amount  shall  be,  when  they  have  assumed  responsi- 
bility for  the  over-seventy  group.   I  am  not  going  to 
express  any  view  as  to  whether  it  is  adequate  or 
inadequate,  because,  to  put  it  plainly,  in  my  opinion 
it  is  none  of  my  business.   The  financial  responsibility 
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is  theirs. 

MR.  MILLARD  (York  West):   It  is  in  the 
agreement  you  made. 

MR.  GOODFELLOW :  No,  that  was  not  our  agree- 
ment. Our  agreement  is  to  enter  into  a  pension  system 
for  needy  persons  between  65  and  70;  and  I  have  spoken 
of  the  experience  we  had  with  the  bonus.  There  is  something 
I  want  to  straighten  out  on  the  record,  because  hon. 
members  may  have  got  the  impression  yesterday  that  it 
was  the  Federal  Government  that  took  the  first  step 
to  raise  basic  pensions,  in  1949,  when  they  were  raised 
f rem y 30. 00  to  ^40.00  per  month.   I  think  those  who 
were  then  members  of  the  House  will  remember  that  they 
were  paying  a  bonus  to  those  who  qualified.  A  great 
many  did  qualify  at  that  time  for  the  full  ten  dollars, 
and  we  found  it  was  almost  impossible  to  administer 
that  bonus.   I  am  not  going  to  blame  any  hon.  member 
for  this,  but  the  House  knows  that  it  was  used  as  a 
political  football.   From  the  administrative  standpoint, 
it  was  most  difficult  to  administer  the  bonus  because  of 
the  amount  of  pressure  which  was  being  brought  to  bear 
and  the  criticism  the  system  was  receiving,  so  we  as  a 
Government  decided  to  abandon  the  ten-dollar  supplement, 
and  before  this  House  we  announced  that  we  would  pay  our 
share,  our  twenty-five  percent  of  an  additional  ten 


D-ll 


dollars  a  month,  to  all  pensioners  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  —  an  undertaking  which  we  proceeded  to  carry 
out.  We  were  very  pleased  the  following  month  when 
the  Federal  Government  gave  an  undertaking  that  they 
would  pay  their  75%,  being  the  remainder  of  the  ten 
dollars  additional  basic  pension. 

I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  should  keep  this 
in  mind.  What  we  said  at  that  time  was  that  we  would  pay 
our  twenty-five  percent  of  any  basic  pension  which  the 
Federal  Government  might  set.   To-day  I  say  to  you. that 
this  Government  will  pay  their  fifty  percent,  because 
in  the  new  pension  we  are  sharing  fifty-fifty  instead 
of  75-25.  We  will  pay  our  fifty  percent  of  any  basic 
pension  for  the  65-69  group  frhich  the  Federal  Government 
may  set. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  Would  the  Minister  permit  a 
question?  Would  he  be  willing  to  follow  that  up  by 
offering  to  pay  the  ten  dollars  now  if  they  will  match 
it  with  ten  dollars? 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  an  entirely 
new  venture  in  public  welfare.  This  is  a  big  program. 
It  is  something  new;  it  is  exploratory.  We  do  not  know 
exactly  where  we  are  going  on  it.   In  that  respect,  it 
is  the  same  as  anything  a  government  goes  into.   I  think 
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for  the  present  time,  since  the  Federal  Act  does 
wtipulate  forty  dollars  a  month,  we  should  be  very 
reluctant  to  increase  that  amount,  particularly  when 
it  only  applies  to  the  group  65-69  for  which  we  will 
have  responsibility  in  administration. 

HON.  LESLIE  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):   It 
might  be  pointed  out  that  this  annually  involves 
^250,000,000  new  expenditure.   That  is  a  lot  of 
money. 


(Take  "E"  follows) 


E-l 


MR.  E.  B.  JOLLIPPE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
.Mr.  Speaker j  without  being  presumptuous,  I  would 
like  to  suggest  that  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow) 
say  again  what  he  said  just  about  two  minutes  ago, 
because  it  was  quite  important  and  I  am  not  at  all 
sure  that  all  hon.  members  of  this  House  heard  it. 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:  What  I  said,  Mr.  Speaker,  was 
that  we  would  pay  50  per  cent  of  any  basic  pension 
which  the  Federal  Government  established  for  the  65-69 
group.   After  they  establish  it,  we  will  immediately 
proceed  to  pay  our  50  per  cent. 

I  said  in  the  beginning,  Mr.  Speaker,  refer- 
ring to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion (Mr.  jolliffe)  in  connection  with  the  principle 
of  this  program,   .  that  we  have     favoured  and 
have  continually  asserted  publicly  that  we  favoured  a 

universal  contributory  pension  to  all  citizens  at  a 

to 
qualifying  age.  We  are  on  record/that  effect  and  have 

been  for  some  years  ,  we  feel  that  it  is  proper  that  such 

a  step  could  be  taken,  and  we  are  very  happy  that  the 

Federal  Government  is  taking  the  necessary  steps. 

In  connection  with  this  pension  for  the  65-69 

group,  it  was  a  compromise.  All  conferences  between 

provincial  and  Federal  governments  must  sit  down  in  a 

spirit  of  compromise.   This  was  not  our  proposal,  this 

was  not  our  idea,  this  is  what  the  Committee  suggested, 

that  the  provinces  should  enter  into  an  agreement  with 

the  Federal  Government  to  pay  50  per  cent  or  to  share  on 
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a  50-5  0  basis  for  the  age  group  65  to  69  who  are  in 
need.  We  made  proposals  at  t he  conference  last 
December  to  the  effect  that  in  the  opinion  of  this 
Government  it  would  be  more  desirable  to  give  con- 
sideration, rather  than  re-imposing  a  means  test  on 
a  more  productive  group  than  the  over  70  group,  which 
we  did  not  favour,  that  consideration  might  be  given 
to  the  implementation  of  a  pension,  an  allowance  to 
all  those  physically  disabled  between  IS  and  70 
years  of  age,  or  at  whatever  age  the  Federal  Government 
decided  to  establish  the  universal  pension.   I  still 
feel,  Mr,  Speaker  that  our  proposals  were  sound,  I 
feel  they  would  have  filled  a  very  great  need  across 
this  country  and  it  would  have  received  the  whole- 
hearted  support  of  all  able-bodied  citizens,  because 
they  do  have  sympathies  for  the  unfortunates  who  are 
disabled. 

AN  hon.  MEMBER:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  GOOD FELLOW:   However,  it  was  not  for  us  to 
press  our  proposals.  The  proposals  were  laid,  and  very 
ably  laid,  before  the  Conference  by  the  Hon.  Prime 
Minister  of  this  province  (Mtf.  Frost),  but  it  was  up 
to  this  province  to  co-operate  and  to  make  sure  that 
at  least  part  of  these  proposals,  at  least  the 
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universal  pension,  should  become  a  reality  and  in 
no  way  did  your  government  feel  that  they  should 
put  anything  in  the  way  which  would  prevent  the' 
implementation  of  the  universal  pension.  We 
obligated  ourselves,  and  I  might 
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say  that  the  hon.  leader  of  this  government   (Mr. 
Frost)  was  the  first  provincial  representative  to  voice 
his  opinion  at  that  Conference  to  the  effect  that  the 
province  of  Ontario  would  whole-heartedly  go  along 
with  the  Federal  government  in  order  to  reach  an 
agreement  on  these  social  security  measures . 

vie   were  not  entirely  in  agreement  inasmuch  as 
we  felt  that  consideration  should  be  given  to  the 
disabled,  and  we  are  still  interested  in  the  disabled 
people  in  this  province.   It  is  true,  as  the  hon. 
Premier  (Mr.  Frost)  has  said  in  this  House  at  the  last 
Session,  that  a  half  a  loaf  is  better  than  none,  and 
that  many  of  these  people  who  are  disabled  will  be 
found  in  the  65  to  69  group.   The  incidence  of  dis- 
ability is  much  greater  in  that  group  than  will  be 
found  in  the  younger  groups.   I  would  say  possibly 
25  per  cent  of  our  disabled  people  between  18  and  70 
years  of  age  will  be  found  in  the  group  65  to  70. 
There  is  still  a  need  there  and  I  might  tell  this 
House  that  we  have  been  giving  a  good  deal  of  consider- 
ation to  the  matter  of  this  province  --  this  govern- 
ment --  introducing  legislation  which  would  grant  an 
allowance  to  our  disabled  citizens.   I  am  sure,  Mr. 
Speaker,  hon.  members  of  this  HoUse  realize  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  do  it  at  this  Session,  because  what 
is  the  point  of  introducing  legislation  when  I  agree 
with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Mr.  Jolliffe)  that  our  department  is  going  to  have 
its  hands  full  getting  the  65  to  69  group  set  up  and 
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and  to  make  our  payments  the  first  of  January.  How- 
ever, we  have  made  a  good  deal  of  study ,  as  a  matter  of 
fact  I  spent  some  little  time  in  several  of  the  States 
across  the  line,  this  summer,  particularly  in  the 
State  of  Michigan  where  they  introduced  a  disability 
allowance  as  of  April  of  this  year  in  co-operation  with 
the  Federal  and  the  State  governments.   Some  16  states 
in  the  United  States  have  disability  allowances. 
Michigan  is  comparable  to  Ontario  in  many  respects  and 
I  spent  some  time  discussing  their  scheme  with  their 
Director  of  Public  Welfare  for  the  State  of  Michigan. 

I  am  quite  impressed  with  it  and  would  like  to  say 
to  this  House  this  afternoon  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  this  government  in  the  very  near  future t to  introduce 
legislation  which  will  provide  a  disability  allowance 
for  all  disabled  persons  in  the  province  of  Ontario. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  W.  DENNISON  (St.  David):  Regardless  of 
age? 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:   I  want  to  make  it  quite  clear 
that  this  legislation,  when  it  becomes  effective,  will 
apply  to  totally  disabled  persons  and  it  will  be  com- 
parable to  the  physical  test  which  we  now  have  under 
Mother*  Allowance.   I  might  say  there  are  a  good  number 
of  families  in  this  province  with  children  who  are 
minors,  who  are  receiving  assistance  and  we  are  not 
having  too  much  difficulty  in  respect  to  the  medical 
test  for  that  group  of  incapacitated  fathers  whose 
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wives  and  children  are  receiving  allowances, 

lAfe  will  be  relieving  the  mun  cipalities  of  a 
number  who  are  presently  totally  unemployable  and  are 
receiving  relief   in  the  65  to  69  group,  but  by 
introducing  legislation  to  take  care  of  all  disabled 
persons  between  18  and  65,  we  would  be  still  further 
relieving  the  municipalities  of  expenses,  of  cost, 
municipal  expenditures  in  connection  with  social  ser- 
vices. We  hear  a  great  deal  about  the  expenditures  of 
the  municipalities  in  connection  with  social  services 
and  that  would  be  a  relief  to  them  as  well  as  providing 
for  a  very  great  need,  and  I  have  no  hesitation,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  telling  this  House  that  in  my  opinion f as 
Minister  of  this  Department, I  think  this  group  here 
has  been  sadly  neglected  down  through  the  years.   It 
is  actually  the/>nly  group  in  the  whole  community  for 
which  social  service  welfare  has  not  been  provided. 
I  am  most  sympathetic  to  them  and  I  assure  this  House 
that  at  the  very  earliest  possible  time  when  we  can 
get  our  legislation  prepared  and  know  that  we  have  the 
best  legislation  that  can  possibly  be  presented  to  this 
House,  that  it  will  be  a  happy  day  for  me  and  for  all 
hon.  members  of  this  House  to  be  able  to  approve  and  to 
adopt  a  disability  allowance  for  disabled  persons. 
SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 
MR.  W.  H.  TEMPLE  (High  Park):  Mr.  Speaker, 
could  I  ask  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  just 
how  soon  he  expects  that  to  be? 
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SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Oh,  oh. 

MR.  GOODPELLOW:  I  would  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
would/be  able  to  get  our  legislation  In  ample  time  be- 
fore the  next  regular  Session  of  the  Legislature. 

MR.  P.  R.  OLIVER  (Grey  South):  After  the  next 
election? 

MR.  A.  A.  MacLEOD  (Bellwoods):   Is  that  a  cam- 
paign pledge? 

HON.  LESLIE  M.  PROST  (Prime  Minister):  Before 
or  after. 

MR.  MacLEOD:   That  is  the  twenty-third  point. 

Motion  agreed  to  on  division. 
Ayes  -  83 
Nays  -  0 
Second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
HON.  LESLIE  M.  PROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  view  of  the  unanimity  with  which  the 
House  receives  the  legislation  advanced  by  the  Govern- 
ment, I  am  encouraged  to  go  ahead  with  Order  No.  2. 
SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Oh,  oh. 

ALLOWANCES  FOR  BLIND  PERSONS 
CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE:   Government  Order  No.  2, 

second  reading  Bill  No.  2,  "An  Act  respecting  Allowances 

for  Blind  Persons".  Mr.  Goodfellow. 

HON.  W.  A.  GOODFELLOW  (Minister  of  Welfare): 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  second  reading  of  Bill  No.  2,  "An 

Act  respecting  Allowances  for  Blind  persons ". 
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MR.  E.  B.  JOLLIPFE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition) : 
Is  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  going  to  speak? 

HON.  T.  L.  KENNEDY  (Minister  of  Agriculture): 
Is  it  necessary? 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  for  the 
information  of  hon.  members  of  the  House,  this  is 
permissive  legislation  on  our  part,  to  enter  into 
agreement  in  respect  to  blind  pensions.   It  is  compar- 
able to  the  previous  Bill  which  has  just  received 
second  reading. 

I  am  pleased  that  it  has  been  found  possible 
to  increase  the  permissible  income  to  blind  persons. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  it  would  be  my  impression  at  the 
present  time  that  very  few  blind  persons  in  the  pro- 
vince who  requir   assistance  would  not  quality  under 
the  anticipated  blind  legislation.  The  permissible 
income  has  been  increased  and,  in  the  interpretation 
of  the  regulations  in  connection  with  income,  the 
computing  has  also  been  eased  off  compared  to  what  it 
was  formerly. 

I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary,  Mr.  Speaker, 
for  me  to  elaborate  on  this  Bill  any  further,  any  more 
than  to  say  that  formerly  blind  persons  were  under  the 
Old  Age  tensions  Act,  and  they        were  quite  in 
order  when  they  requested  that  they  have  an  Act  of 
their  own.   in  addition  to  that,  as  you  know,  since 
we  are  sharing  on  a  different  basis  on  the  65  to  69 
pension, to  that  which  we  are  sharing  on  the  blind  pensions, 
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that  also  makes  it  more  necessary  to  have  two  separate 
bills..  The  province  will  be  sharing  on  the  basis  of 
75  -  25  per  cent  on  the  blind  allowances  and  50-50 
on  the  65  to  69  old  age  assistance. 

Mr.  B.  E.  LEAVENS  (Woodbine):  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  entering  into  this  debate  on  this  Bill,  I  must  say 
at  the  outset  I  am  very  happy  indeed  to  see  this 
Bill  before  this  Legislature.   It  is  my  intention  to 
support  it.   First  I  would  like  to  place  on the  record 

for  the  information  of  the  House, a  brief  sent  by 
the  Canadian  Federation  of  the  Blind  to  the  hon.  Mr. 
Martin  in  Ottawa  on  June  20th,  1951.   The  Canadian 
Federation  of  the  Blind  at  that  time  was  in  convention 
in  Montreal,  when  the  following  brief  was  sent  to  the 
hon.  Mr.  Martin,  then  Acting  Prime  Minister  of  Canada. 
Before  I  go  any  further  I  might  say  I  have  a  copy  here 
for  the  reporters,  they  need  not  take  this  down,  I 
will  give  it  to  them: 

"Honourable  Sir:- 

Re:  Blind  .tensions  Act. 

The  Canadian  Federation  of  the  Blind, 
assembled  for  its  SILVER  ANNIVERSARY  CONVENTION 
this  week  in  Montreal,  has  noted  with  Interest 
the  introduction  in  the  House  of  a  Resolution 
proposing  a  Blind  Persons'  Act.   The  Canadian 
Federation  of  the  Blind,  since  its  founding  in 
1926,  has  had  among  its  chief  objectives 
improved  legislation  for  the  blind  and  the 
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bettering  of  living  and  working  conditions,  and 
it  may  claim  to  have  accomplished  a  great  deal 
in  this  direc'tion. 

"       The  C.P.B.  wholeheartedly  approves  the 
principle  of  a  Blind  persons'  Act.  It  has  suggested 
this  in  several  briefs  to  the  Federal  authori- 
ties on  different  occasions.   However,  the  Resolu- 
tion now  before  the  House  does  not  indicate  much 
improved  legislation  and  objectionable  restrictions 
are  implied.   it  is  noted  that  as  far  as  the 
Federal  Government  is  concerned  the  total  amount 
is  limited  and  there  does  not  appear  to  be  any 
provision  made  to  link  this  payment  to  rising 
living  costs. 

"       The  principal  objection  of  all  the 
delegates  at  present  in  Montreal  is  that  the  means 
test  has  been  retained.  For  twenty-five  years  the 
Federation  has  endeavoured  to  establish  the  fact 
with  our  Legislators  that  blindness  should  be 
recognized  as  a  definite  economic  handicap  and 
that  an  allowance  or  compensation  should  be  paid 
to  all.   It  is  possible  to  furnish  you  with  hundreds 
of  instances  to  show  that  blind  persons  cannot 
earn  the  same  amount  of  money,  doing  the  same 
work  under  the  same  conditions  as  sighted  em- 
ployees and  this  is  clearly  proven  by  the  fact 
that  the  average  earnings  of  blind  workers  are 
far  below  those  of  others  and  considerably  less 
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than  the  average  pay  of  sighted  labour.  Prac- 
tically every  brief  submitted  to  the  Special 
Parliamentary  Committee  which  sat  last  year  to 
deal  with  old  age  pensions  approved  of  and  asked 
for  the  abolition  of  the  means  test.   This  or- 
ganization felt  that  with  such  strong  representations 
the  blind  would  be  considered  on  the  same  basis. 

Application  of  the  means  test  works  a 
real  hardship  on  the  sightless.   Many  employers 
of  blind  labour  pay  only  the  difference  between 
the  pension  and  the  total  permissible  income. 
The  means  test  discourages  part-time  employment 
as  it  is  impossible  to  earn  more  than  the  pres- 
cribed limit.  Elimination  of  the  means  test  would 
help  the  blind  to  secure  employment  in  sighted 
industry,  as  the  pension  would  bring  the  earn- 
ings of  the  blind  employee  up  to  near  the  same 
level  as  those  of  the  sighted  employees.  An 
allowance  to  all  blind  women  would  be  a  great 
help,  especially  to  housewives,  to  enable  them 
to  meet  the  added  special  and  peculiar  expenses 
with  which  they  are  confronted. 

The  Federation  does  not  believe  that  the 
cost  of  this  proposal  would  be  great.   Prom 
information  and  figures  which  it  has  been  possible 
to  secure  it  is  estimated  that  with,  the  elimina- 
tion of  the  means  test  there  would  be  about  ten 
percent  additional  pensioners,  but  this  number 
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would  probably  be  greatly  reduced  by  those  over 
seventy  years  of  age  who  could  avail  themselves 
of  the  conditions  of  the  Old  Age  Pension  Act. 

The  C.P.B.  is  desirous  of  bringing  for- 
cibly to  the  (attention  of  the  Government  the 
keen  disappointment  and  dissatisfaction  of  the 
blind  of  Canada  with  the  terms  of  the  present 
Resolution^  and  requests  that  appropriate  action 
be  taken  to1  correct  the  Resolution  and  Act  right 
at  the  outset  rather  than  have  it  put  into  oper- 
ation, witff  probably  a  number  of  years  for  the 
blind  to  wait  before  it  can  be  improved. 

The  Federation  was  prepared  to  present 

a  brief  to  the  Special  Parliamentary  Committee 

last  year,  but  was  advised  that  the  terms  of 

reference  of  that  Committee  did  not  allow  it  to 

go  into  the  question  of  pensions  for  the  blind. 

The  C.P.B.  is  ready  at  any  time  to  make  more 

detailed  representations  on  this  subject.  " 

"Respectfully  submitted, 

CANADIAN  FEDERATION  OP  THE  BLIND 

M.  Eliason  C.  A.  Pettapiece 

National  President         President,  Regina  Branch 

W.  C.  Day  (Mrs.  R.  Willis 

President,  Montreal  Branch   President,  Moose  Jaw 

Branch 

B.  E.  Leavens 

Toronto  Branch  W.  Campbell 

President,  Prince 

(Mrs.)  E.  Soughton  Albert  Branch 

President,  Hamilton  Branch 

C.  Chappell 
President,  Vancouver 
Branch 
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.My  wife  and  I  both  have  the  honour  of  being  members 
of  the  Canadian  Federation  of  the  Blind  and  have 
been  members  for  some  years,  to  assist  these  people 
who,  I  think,  are  going  through  the  worst  possible 
tragedy  that  can  happen  to  mankind,  to  help  them  to  a 
higher  degree  of  living. 

I  realize  that  this  legislation  will  go  a  long 
way  toward  helping  some  of  these  people.   There  are 
several  of  the  items  in  the  Bill  that  are  certainly 
definite  improvements.   That  the  means  test  still  ap- 

lies  to  one  of  the  most  tragic  circumstances  in  human 
existence  has  been  a  mystery  to  a  lot  of  us  because  of 
the  little  cost  which  would  be  added  to  the  expendi- 
tures of  the  country  in  eliminating  it. 

We  sent  copies  of  this  brief  before  the  bill 
came  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  all 
members  of  parliament  at  Ottawa,  to  Cabinet  ministers, 
to  the  Hon.  Minister  of  Welfare  and  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  I  am  very  pleased  to  note,  and  with  a  good  deal  of 
satisfaction,  that  one  of  our  members,  Mr.  Stanley 
Knowles  was  the  only  man  who  saw  fit  to  present  this 
brief  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons  and  to  urge 
the  government  from  the  outset  to  remove  the  means  test. 

Now  perhaps  you  might  say :   "What  has  that  got 
to  do  with  this  government  in  Ontario?"  Well,  I  think 
it  has  considerable  to  do.  I  might  say  that  I  also 
sent  to  the  hon.  Minister  of  Welfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow) 
a  copy  of  that  same  brief  some  two  or  three  weeks  ago, 
also  a  copy  of  the  same  brief  to  the  hon.  Prime  Minister 
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of  this  province  (Mr.  Frost).   A  letter  was  also  sent  from 

.  the  Toronto  branch  of  the  Federation  of  the  Blind, 
outlining  their  idea  as  to  what  the  government  should  do. 
I  am  not  going  to  worry  you  with  reading  it,  but  will 
just  refer  to  some  of  the  highlights. 

We  feel,  and  hon.  members  on  this. side  of  the 
House  feel  greater  thought  ought  to  be  given  to  the 
blind,  to  improve  their  conditions  so  that  they  may 
become  more  self-sufficient.  We  feel  also  that  the 
$120.  increase  in  the  income  allowance  has  very  little 
appreciable  effect  so  far  as  the  blind  persons  are  con- 
cerned. 

Now  I  have  a  tendency  to  laryngitis  and  I  am 
not  very  clear,  with  the  voice  that  at  one  time  they 
used  to  call  "feather  Lungs  Leavens". 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Oh,  oh. 

MR.  LEAVENS:  But  there  is  an  observation  I 
would  like  to  make. 

HON.  G.  H.  DUNBAR  (Minister  of  Municipal 
Affairs):  We  can  hear  you  well  clear  as  a  bell. 

MR.  LEAVENS:   It  is  our  opinion  that  the  cost 
to  the  province  of  Ontario  of  administering  this  means 
test  would  be  greater  than  in  assuming  the  full  res7 
ponsibility  of  paying,  or  of  taking  away  from  this  Act 
that  means  test.  There  is  a  large  administrative  cost, 
I  believe,  in  administering  this  means  test.   In  the 
whole  of  the  province  of  Ontario  I  do  not  think  there 
are  more  than  700  blind  people  involved  in  this  piece 
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of  legislation.   It  is  my  desire  to  ask  this  provincial 
government  to  assume  the  responsibility,  if  there  is 
any,  to  the  Federal  administration  for  the  cost  of  remov- 
ing this  means  test  and  seeing  the  blind  have  the  bene- 
fit of  this  Act  without  the  means  test. 

Of  course  there  are  several  of  the  things  I 
have  mentioned  in  the  Act.   One  is  that  the  residence 
period  has  been  changed  from  twenty  to  ten  years,  which 
is  a  very,  very  good  thing  and  brings  under  the  Act 
quite  a  number  of  people  who  previously  could  not 

qualify.   With  respect  to  all  of  the  changes  and 

there  are  three  or  four  of  them  --  as  we  used  to  say, 
"For  these  small  mercies  we  are  extremely  thankful". 
But  I  think  at  this  time  the  government  should,  and  I 
think  the  hon.  Minister  of  Welfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow) 
has  indicated  that  it  might, give  favourable  considera- 
tion to  taking  the  responsibility  of  paying  the  dif- 
ference here  so  that  the  means  test  might  be  removed. 

Now,  I  do  not  want  to  labour,  or  re -labour 
this  subject,  I  think  it  should  be  apparent  to  all  that 
our  blind  citizens  deserve  a  special  pension  and  spe- 
cial treatment.  They  are  denied  some  of  the  finer 
things  of  life  that  we  all  enjoy,  and  I  think  if  there 
is  one  group  of  people  in  our  society  to  whom  we  should 
give  the  very  great  concession,  it  is  this  group  known 
as  the  blind  pensioners.   I  see  this  group  almost  every 
month,  some  of  them,  at  their  clubroam  at  1010  Gerrard 
S£.  East.   I  would  like  some  of  you  to  drop  in  there 
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some  time  and  see  this  group,  because  once  a  month 
about  a  hundred  of  them  meet  there  for  a  social  even- 
ing and  recreation,  and  doing  business  on  their  be- 
half.I  assure  the  hon.  members  if  they  were  to  see  them, 
to  see  how  happy  they  are  as  a  group,  if  you  saw  them 

around  the  bingo  tables  I  know  it  is  against  the 

law  but  I  do  not  mind  speaking  about  it  in  the  Legis- 
lature this  afternoon  --  if  you  saw  them  around  the 
bingo  tables,  some  them  with  Braille  cards,  other  with 
sighted  people  to  help  them,  see  the  fun  they  get  out 
of  this  simple  game  of  bingo,  I  am  sure  that  you  would 
be  only  too  pleased  to  give  them  any  added  pleasure 
that  we  might  be  able  to  do  as  Legislators  in  this 
province. 
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Low,  I  am  not  going  to  speak  any  longer. 
I  could  go  on  and  on  and  on,   but  I  do  not  want  to 
weary  the  House  with  something  that  should  be  perfectly 
obvious  to  every  hon.  member  here.   I  do  hope  that  the 
hon.  minister  of  '"."elfare  (Mr.  ©oodfellow)  for  whom  I 
have  a  very  profound  admiration,  will  take  this  Act 
under  his  advisement,  and  do  everything  in  his  power 
to  remove  what  I  call  the  most  unfair  and  most  vicious 
means  test  in  regard  to  this  unfortunate  section  of 
our  Canadian  society. 

SOKE  hon.  Mi2C'3-tiS :  Hear,  hear. 

rR.  C.  H.  LILLAiw  (York  T'/est )  :  to*.  Speaker, 
in  the  days  of  this  Session,  I  have  listened  with  a 
great  deal  of  interest  to  the  remarks  made  by  the 
previous  speakers,  particularly  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House,  with  regard  to  the  over-all  plan  which 
has  been  adopted  by  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the 
provinces. 

I,  at  one  and  the  same  time,  welcome  the 
separation  of  the  Blind  Pensions  Act  from  the  old-age 
pensions  provisions,  and  yet  I  wonder  why  we  have 
adopted  a  principle  in  regard  to  one  group  of  people, 
which  we  now  propose  to  deny  to  another  group  of 
people.   I  think  there  was  unanimous  opinion  in  this 
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House  since  Monday  on  the  question  of  the  progressive 
nature  of  doing  away  with  the  ueans  test,  and  yet  we 
adopt  the  .r.eans  test  in  this  Act  with  even  less  justi- 
fication than  we  would  in  the  case  of  recipients  of 
old-age  assistance. 

I  would  like  to  impress  upon  the  hon.  members 
of  the  House,  if  it  is  within  my  ability  to  do  so,  the 
fact  that  we  have  been  dealing  with  handicapped  persons 
in  the  entire  debate.   One  group  was  handicapped  in  a 
greater  or  less  degree  by  virtue  of  old-age,  in  the 
point  of  earning  a  living,  and  in  the  point  of  carrying 
on  their  normal  life,  and  living  out  their  days  in 
this  country. 

But  in  the  group  with  which  the  legislation 
now  before  us  deals,  these  eople  are  not  handicapped 
by  virtue  of  life  expectancy,  or  do  not  reach  the 
handicapped  stage  in  the  same  way.   They  are  handi- 
capped by  virtue  of  a  physical  defect  —  usually  from 
birth  —  and  the  point  I  want  to  bring  out  most  strongly 
this  afternoon  is  the  general  defect  in  this  legisla- 
tion, where  the  Governments  of  the  Provinces  have 
agreed  with  the  Federal  Government  on  a  75c/o-^5%   basis, 
to  pay  blind  oensions  to  those  eligible  under  the 
means  test,  at  age  of  twenty-one. 

I  know  it  is  a  stock  answer  on  the  part  of 
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our  friends  opposite  that  until  that  age  there  is  a 
school  for  the  blind,  providing  a  special  training  and 
trying  to  overcome,  in  some  degree,  this  very  great 
handicap  these  people  are  labouring  under.   But  I  want 
to  suggest,  Mr,  Speaker,  that  reply  falls  far  short  of 
meeting  the  actual  situation.  We  find  in  labour's  ranks 
that  no  matter  at  what  period,  whether  it  be  at  school- 
leaving  period,  or  at  seventeen,  eighteen,  nineteen, 
or  twenty,  these  people  enter  industry  under  a  definite 
handicap.   They  cannot  ordinarily  earn  for  themselves. 
No  matter  what  their  training  and  preparation  has  been, 
they  are  not  in  the  same  position  to  earn  the  same  amount 
of  money  *s  a  sighted  worker. 

The  net  result  of  that  situation  is  that  they 
are  not  able  to  have  the  opportunity  for  development,  the 
opportunity  for  establishing  a  home,  and  they  are  denied, 
in  a  period  of  their  lives,  which  is  one  of  the  most 
important  periods,  any  form  of  public  assistance. 

I  refer  to  the  fact,  of  course,  that  the 
family  allowances  stop  at  sixteen.   Under  this  Act  now 
before  us,  the  pensions  for  the  blind  will  not  start 
until  age  twenty-one,  and,  therefore,  there  is  a  gap 
of  four  or  five  years  where  these  people,  when  they 
probably  need  help  the  most  in  order  to  compensate  for 
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their  disability  which,  in  most  cases,  is  certainly- 
through  no  f ault • of  their  own,  which  everyone  regards 
as  most  unfortunate,  and  as  the  hon.  member  for  T.~oodbine 
(Mr.  Leavens)  has  said,  one  of  the  most  tragic  handi- 
capped groups.  And  yet  \ae   are  dealing  with  a  group  of 
people  of  less  than  one  thousand  in  the  province  of 
Ontario,  where  the  added  cost  of  continuing  public 
assistance,  or  increasing  public  assistance  from  age 
sixteen  to  the  allowance  provided  under  this  legislation, 
would  be  comparatively  small.     And  yet  we  seem  to  be 
satisfied  tohat  an  agreement  has  been  reached,  and  that 
we  are  passing  worth-while  legislation  in  this  regard. 

I  want  to  suggest  that  even  if  the  means 
test  were  completely  removed,  and  the  gap  between 
sixteen  and  twenty-one  was  bridged,  this  particular 
group  of  handicapped  persons  would  not  then  be  equal 
to  making  up  the  deficiency  and  the  need  that  their 
particular  type  of  disability  imposes  upon  them. 

Some  other  hon.  members  have  said,  in  regard 
to  another  Act  which  vre  have  now  dealt  with  in  second 
reading,  that  there  is  no  use  talking  from  this  side 
of  the  House.   I  want  to  make  an  earnest  plea,  as  one 
who  meets  this- group  of  people  working  in  our  factories, 
trying  to  compensate  for  their  disability,  one  with  whom 
we  have  to  deal  in  many  cases  through  our  collective 
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bargaining  arrangements  with  employers,   i  want  to  make 
a  special  plea  on  their  behalf. 

Just  a  few  days  ago,  in  the  city  of  Vancouver, 
I  talked  to  the  rresident  of  the  Canadian  Federation  of 
the  Blind,  the  institution  to  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Woodbine  (Kr.  Leavens)  has  referred,  and  I  was  greatly 
impressed  with  the  case  that  this  Federation  has,  not 
only  for  the  federal  legislation,  but  for  the  comple- 
mentary provincial  legislation. 

I  want  to  suggest  that  we  have  in  the  past 
regarded  this  group  as  sufficiently  handicapped  to 
merit  special  treatment.  We  have  taken  them  out  of  the 
larger  group  of  handicapped  persons,  and  we  have  said, 
"This  is  a  pitiful  case,  and  will  require  special  atten- 
tion." 

I  want  to  urge  on  the  Government  and  all  hon. 
members  of  this  House  to  find  a  way  in  the  Ontario  legis- 
lation dealing  with  this  matter,    so   that  the  entire 
period  —  not  just  at  one  period  --  will  be  covered  in 
some  way,  even  though  inadequately, 

I  see  that  someone  has  referred  to  these  two 
bills  as  "historical",  or  "history-making".   I  would, 
Mr.  Speaker,  be  very  happy  if  in  my  occupancy  of  this 
particular  seat,  I  could  be  a  part  of  this  twenty-third 
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legislature,  and  assist  in  finding  some  type  of 
unanimity,  such  as  was  expressed  a  few  moments  ago  in 
regard  to  Bill  No.l,  "Old-Age  Assistance",  in  order  that 
we  could  demonstrate  that  we  are  not  going  to  go  piece- 
meal or  half-way  in  this  sort  of  matter. 

I,  therefore,  urge  that  the  Government  give 
earnest  consideration  to  this  question  of  bridging  the 
gap  between  sixteen  and  twenty-one. 

May  I  say  to  the  Hon.  Minister  of  llelfare 
(Mr.  Goodfellow)  and  to  the  Government  members,  that 
they  do  not  need  to  wait  for  the  next  regular  session 
to  deal  with  this  particular  question.    I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  if  there  was  a  will,  there  would  also 
be  a  way  found  to  get  the  Federal  Government  and  the 
other  Provinces  to  agree.    .  So  far  as  Ontario  is 
concerned,  at  least,  we  ought  to  deal  with  this  matter 
whole-heartedly,  and  we  ought  to  fill  the  entire  span 
of  this  grave  disability. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  an  hon.  member  in 
this  House  but  who  will  agree  that  between  the  ages  of 
sixteen  and  twenty-one  the  need  possibly  in  many  cases 
is  the  greatest,  so  far  as  people  who  are  handicapped 
by  the  disability  of  being  sightless. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  urge  two  points 
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which  have  now  been  made;  one,  that  we'  adopt  the  same, 
principle  in  regards  to  the  means  test  which  has  now 
been  agreed  upon  between  the  provinces  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada,  and  adopt  the  principle  by  way  of  the 
means  test  with  regard  to  blind  persons;  secondly, 
that  we  fill  the  entire  period  by  bridging  the  gap 
from  sixteen  to  twenty-one,  rather  than  starting  it 
at  twenty-one,  after  there  has  been  a  period  of  need  and 
frustration,  simply  because  these  people  do  not  have  the 
physical  ability  of  sight  required  to  prepare  themselves 
for  a  full  life  in  our  community. 

SOME  hon.  MEftiBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

Motion  agreed  to;  second  reading  of  the 
bill. 

HON.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  you  do  now  leave  the  Chair,  and 
the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole . 

Motion  agreed  to;  House  in  Committee;  Mr. 
Stewart  in  the  Chair. 

HON.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister ) :  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  beg  to  inform  the  House  that  his  Honour 
the  Lieutenant-Governor,  having  been  informed  of  the 
subject-matters  of  the  proposed  resolutions,  recommends 
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them  to  the  consideration  of  the  House. 

I  might,  as  a  preliminary,  call  Government 
Notice  of  Motion  Number  1. 

CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE:  Resolution  --  Mr. 
Goodfellow: 

"Resolved, 
That, 

(a)  the  Minister  of  Public  Welfare,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in 
Council,  may,  on  behalf  of  the  Government 

of  Ontario,  make  an  agreement  with  the  Minister 
of  National  Health  and  Welfare  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  of  Canada  to  provide  for  the 
payment  by  Canada  to  Ontario  in  accordance 
with  The  Old  Age  Assistance  Act  (Canada) 
and  the  regulations  made  under  it  of  amounts 
in  respect  of  assistance  paid  by  Ontario 
pursuant  to  this  Act  and  the  regulations, 
not  exceeding  in  respect  of  any  recipient, 
50  percent  of  ,p40.00  monthly  or  of  the 
amount  of  assistance  paid  by  Ontario  monthly 
to  the  recipient,  whichever  is  the  lesser; 
and 

(b)  old  age  assistance  shall  be  exempt  from 
provincial  and  municipal  taxes;  and 
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(c)  assistance  and  the  expenses  of  administra- 
tion and  the  cost  of  providing  medical  and 
dental  services  to  recipients  of  old  age 
assistance  shall  be  paid. 

as  provided  by  Bill  No.  1,  An  Act  respecting 

Old  Age  Assistance." 

Resolution  Number  3  --  Mr.  Goodfellow: 
"Resolved, 
That, 

(a)  The  Minister  of  Public  Welfare,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in 
Council  may,  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
of  Ontario,  make  an  agreement  with  the 
Minister  of  National  Health  and  Welfare  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  of  Canada  to 
provide  for  the  payment  by  Canada  to 
Ontario  in  accordance  with  the  Blind  Persons 
Act  (Canada)  and  the  regulations  made  under 
it  of  amounts  in  respect  of  allowances  paid 
by  Ontario  pursuant  to  this  Act  and  the 
regulations,  not  exceeding  in  respect  of 
any  recipient,  75  percent  of  vl>40.00  monthly 
or  of  the  amount  of  allowance  paid  by 
Ontario  monthly  to  the  recipient,  whichever 
is  the  lesser;  and 
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(b)  allowances  shall  be  exempt  from 
provincial  and  municipal  taxes;  and 

(c)  allowances  and  the  expenses  of  adminis- 
tration and  the  cost  of  providing  medical 
and  dental  services  to  recipients  of 
allowances  shall  be  paid, 

as  provided  by  Bill  No. 2,  An  Act  respecting 
Allowances  for  Blind  Persons." 

HON.  LESLIE  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister): 
Government  Order  Number  1. 

OLD-AGE  ASSISTANCE 

CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE:  Order  Number  1;  House 
in  Committee  on  Bill  Number  1,  "An  Act  respecting  Old- 
Age  Assistance",  Mr.  Goodfellow. 

On  Section  1. 

MR.  EAMON  PARK  (Dovercourt ) :  I  wonder  if 
the  Hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  would  like  to  make 
a  comment  on  the  definition  of  the  word  "assistance" 
in  this  section.   It  seems  it  is  a  lot  narrower  than 
is  necessary.   It  certainly  would  seem  to  indicate 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  include  any  provincial 
supplement  under  this  section. 

I  wonder  if  the  Hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow) 
would  like  to  comment  on  the  reason  for  the  narrowing  of 
the  definition,  even  if  the  Government  is  not  prepared 
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now  to  proceed  to  a  supplement,  they  might  find  it 
desirable  to  change  their  mind  in  the  future.   Is  there 
any  reason  for  this  very  close  definition  at  this 
stage? 

HON.  WILLIAM  G00DFELL0T.:  (Minister  of  Public 
Welfare }:  All  we  are  doing  is  implementing  the  Federal 
Act.  This  legislation  is  simply  complementary  to  the 
Federal  Act,  and  we  propose  to  enter  into  an  agreement, 
administer  the  Act,  and  pay  our  share  of  the  Federal 
basic  amount. 

As  far  as  the  Act  is  concerned;  the  Federal 
Act  is  more  generous;  the  means  test  has  been  relaxed 
somewhat;  for  instance,  the  confiscation  of  property; 
we  feel  —  without  divulging  any  state  secrets  --  that 
it  will  be  relaxed  a  good  deal,  in  connection  with 
all  the  complications  and  problems  which  present  them- 
selves in  connection  with  computing  the  property  as 
income.  That  has  been  qualified  a  good  deal,  and  I 
think  the  Act  is  much  more  generous  in  some  respects 
than  the  old  Act  was,  as  far  as  assistance  is  concerned. 

MR.  PARK:  My  concern  was  the  definition 
here.  What  is  the  Hon.  Minister's  view?  Would  it  be 
possible,  if  we  passed  this  definition  as  it  is,  to 
perhaps  at  a  time  in  days  to  come,  bring  forth  any 
supplemental  payments? 
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MR.  GOQBFELLOW:  We  would  have  to  deal  with 
that  when  we  come  to  it. 

kR.  JOLLIFFE:  Would  the  Hon.  minister  agree 
that  this  present  explanation  of  "assistance"  is  much 
narrower? 

MR.  GOODFTLLOV:  They  desired  it  this  way. 
ks   a  matter  of  fact,  the  former  pension  was  not  a 
pension  really.   A  pension  was  something  you  got  more 
or  less  as  a  natter  of  right.   Assistance  is  something 
based  on  need.   It  was  felt  advisable  to  distinguish 
between  the  two  federal  social  security  measures  by 
using  the  word  "assistance",  but  the  meaning  is  exactly 
the  same  as  in  the  old  Act;  the  only  difference  is  in 
the  wording  between  "pensions"  and  "assistance". 

It  all  depends  on  the  administration  of 
the  regulations,  as  to  how  broad  the  meaning  of  the 
word  "assistance"  is. 

Section  1  agreed  to. 

On  Section  2. 

MR.  EAMON  PARK  (Dovercourt ) :  Here  again,  are 
we  not  getting  ourselves  into  a  situation  where  we  are 
writing  into  our  Act  a  specific  amount  of  money  "forty 
dollars"?   The  old  Act  did  not  have  any  specific  amount 
of  money  mentioned  in  it,  and  in  order  to  modify  it  all 
that  was  required  was  a  modification  of  the  Federal  Act, 
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and  agreement  by  the  Provinces. 

Now  we  will  here  be  required  to  amend  the 
amount  of  pension  by  changing  the  legislation  at  t  he 
Federal  level,  and  also  changing  the  legislation  at  the 
Provincial  level.   And  the  Government  vail  find  itself 
anchored  for  a  time,  between  sessions  of  the  Legislature 
in  regard  to  amending  the  Act. 

It  seems  to  me  the  Government  should  be  free 
to  bring  about  a  change,  if  a  change  is  needed. 

You  made  an  offer  this  afternoon,  for  example, 
in  regard  to  "fifty  percent".  This  Act  as  it  is  now 
would  make  it  impossible  to  implement  the  offer  you 
made  this  afternoon,  if  the  Federal  Government  should 
withdraw  it . 

It  seems  to  me  that  here  we  should  be  at 
least  returning  to  the  Section  in  the  old  Act  which  did 
give  you  some  room  to  move  --  some  leeway,  —  to  act 
on  the  kind  of  offer  you  made  this  afternoon.   It  is 
one  thing  for  an  Hon.  Minister  to  make  an  offer,  and 
another  thing  to  then  pass  a  Bill  to  make  the  offer 
inoperative. 

I  would  like  to  have  the  Hon.  Minister  (Mr. 
Goodfellow)  give  his  views  as  to  whether  this  section 
of  the  Bill  should  be  more  in  line  with  the  previous 
Act. 
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MR.  FROST:  hs   the  Hon.  Minister  of  Welfare 
says  (Mr.  Goodf ellow) ;  these  two  Acts  came  out  of  an 
agreement  we  arrived  at  with  the  other  Provinces  and  with 
the  Federal  Government. 

(Take  "G"  follows) 
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As  regards  the  amount,  after  all,  this  Legislature  is 
close  to  the  peak.   It  has  been  possible  with  a  very 
few  days'  notice  to  call  this  Session.  The  Sessions  are 
held  at  least  every  year.   It  may  be  that  in  the  past 
we  have  gone  too  far  in  giving  under  legislation 
authority  of  a  very  wide  nature  to  government. 

MR.  J0LLIFF2:  You  sound  as  if  you  are  backing 
the  opposition  again. 

MR.  FROST:  Well,  we  have  had  some  complaints 
about  that.  On  the  other  hand,  as  regards  these  two 
Acts,  there  is  not  anything  wrong,  they  are  very  much 
more  generous  than  the  other  Acts  in  that  they  provide, 
as  the  Minister  has  said,  for  all  income  before  the 
receipt  of  allowance  or  bonus;  and  if  these  things  are 
to  be  changed,  they  can  be  very  easily  changed  here  in 
the  Legislature  if  this  necessity  arises.  After  all, 
if  you  depart  from  the  scheme  in  the  plan  we  have 
arrived  at  with  the  Federal  Government,  it  is  not 
going  to  be  a  very  satisfactory  arrangement.   This 
measure  is  patterned  upon  legislation  and  agreements 
which  we  arrived  at  there,  and  as  the  Minister  said, 
the  amount  of  forty  dollars  was  arrived  at  by  the 
Federal  Government  itself.   If  the  amount  is  raised 
in  the  65-69  class,  we  are  quite  willing  to  pay  our 
fifty  percent  share  of  it. 
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MR.  MacLEOD:  Does  that  mean,  then,  that  the 
Federal  authorities  ask  this  Government  to  ^ive  a 
commitment  that  under  no  circumstances  -- 

,_R.  FROST:  No,  no. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  Just  a  minute:   let  me  complete 
the  question:  —  that  under  no  circumstances  would  it 
supplement  the  amount  fixed  as  the  basic  pension?  They 
did  not  ask  for  such  a  commitment? 

MR.  FROST:  No. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  And  you  have  not  given  such  a 
commitment? 

MR.  FROST:  No. 

MR*  MacLEOD:  And  therefore,  are  you  free 
under  this  Bill  to  grant  such  supplementary  assistance 
if  it  is  felt  necessary? 

MR.  FROST:  Of  course.   I  only  say  this  to 
my  friend.   You  are  dealing  here  with  an  immense  amount 
of  money.   You  are  dealing  with  nearly  four  hundred 
million  dollars.   Perhaps  I  might  point  out  to  all 
members  of  the  House  that  approximately  half  of  that 
is  going  to  come  from  this  Province.   There  is  an 
increase  of  ^250, 000,000  covered  by  this  legislation. 
As  I  said  in  the  remarks  I  made  the  day  before  yesterday, 
this  is  really  an  immense  scheme,  involving  a  tremendous 
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amount  of  money  and  I  think  that  we  have  to  use 
reason  and  judgment  in  the  way  we  deal  with  such  sums. 
After  all,  our  taxpayers  have  to  absorb  this.   It  has 
to  come  out  of  our  economy;  it  has  to  come  both  from 
industry  and  the  workers,  from  corporations  and 
individuals.   It  is  all  very  well  to  talk  about  giving 
more  and  doing  more  and  so  on.   Let  us  absorb  what  we 
are  doing  in  this  very  great  move.   After  all,  in  the 
main,  our  taxes  come  from  pretty  much  the  same  source, 
from  the  same  businesses,  the  same  people,  and  so  on. 
I  say,  that  is  in  the  main.   They  come  from  the  tax- 
payers of  our  country  and  from  the  taxpayers  of  this 
Province.  Now  in  these  things  we  can  go  to  an  extent 
where  we  make  it  impossible  to  do  something  else.   An 
example  was  given  here  this  afternoon.   The  Minister 
of  Welfare  announced  to  this  House  that  we  intend  to 
go  ahead  with  assistance  for  disabled  person^.   That 
touches  a  very  necessary  part  of  our  lives.   But  you 
can  give  so  much  in  social  services  in  another  direction 
that  you  cannot  do  that. 

I  was  much  interested  in  the  address  of  my 
old  friend  from  Woodbine (Mr.  Leavens).   I  thought  he 
made  a  very  fine  presentation  of  his  case.   I  must 

admit  that/matter  of  administering  blind  pensions  is 
the 
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of  such  a  nature  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
would  almost  like  to  make  it  universal.   On  the  other 
hand,  these  things,  again,  are  arrived  at  by  agreements, 
and  it  is  the  needy  segment  of  the  blind  people  who 
are  getting  this  pension.   There  are  so  many  things 
necessary  for  the  assistance  of  our  people.   Take, 
for  instance,  the  provision  this  House  made  last  spring 
for  free  schoolbooks  for  our  children.  The  cost  is 
two  million  dollars,  and  it  is  added  to  the  burden  on 
our  taxpayers  of  welfare  legislation.   I  can  only  say 
to  my  friends  opposite  that  it  is  very  nice  to  be  more 
generous;  all  of  us  would  like  to  be  more  generous;  but 
remember  that  we  have  many  fields  to  cover.  My  advice 
would  be,  let  us  digest  this,  let  us  absorb  this,  let 
us  get  it  into  our  economic  system  before  we  do  some- 
thing else  that  will  make  it  difficult  for  us  both  to 
carry  our  burdens  or  to  do  something  more. 

I  repeat  that  one  can  point  to  this  or  that 
thing  and  suggest  it  would  be  very  much  nicer  if  we 
could  provide  for  it.   But  we  are  doing  plenty  when 
we  are  providing  this  amount  of  money.   This  is  an 
historic  session.   It  is  true  that  the  resolution  before 
us  is  not  dealing  with  that  amount  of  money;  but  remember 
that  what  we  are  discussing  is  agreements  which  are 
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going  to  affect  our  people  in  this  Province  to  the 
extent  of  about  ,.-125,000,000  more  money.   That  is  a 
lot  of  money;  my  suggestion  is  that  we  work  along  on 
these  things  in  a  sound,  reasonable  way,  so  that  in 
the  end  wo  can  build  up  cur  economy  in  a  manner  that 
will  balance  things  off  and  carry  our  obligations  and 
still  maintain  the  high  standard  of  living  that  we 
have  in  this  country.   Remember,  Mr,  Chairman,  our 
standard  of  living  depends  upon  the  ability  of  our 
people  to  produce  and  to  export  and  generally  to  do 
business.   It  is  necessary  to  use  prudence  and  judgment 
in  matters  of  this  sort. 

Section  agreed  to. 

On  Section  3. 

MR.  GRUMMETT:  Section  3  makes  provision  for 
the  payment  of  a  Director  of  Old-Age  Assistance.   I 
assume  that  this  appointment  will  take  the  place  of 
the  old  Commission*   In  the  first  place,  I  would  like 
to  know  why  it  has  been  thought  necessary  to  do  away 
with  the  Commission  and  hand  over  its  duties  to  a 
Director. 

Vfhile  I  am  on  my  feet  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  on  behalf  of  the  Commission.   As  one  of  the 
members  of  this  Legislature,  I  have  en  many  occasions 
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gone  before  the  Commission  to  present  our  cases  to 
them  and  have  had  a  very  courteous  reception  and 
consideration.   If  the  Commission  is  disappearing,  I, 
for  one,  want  to  say  a  word  of  thanks  to  that  group 
that  have  carried  on  a  very  dif fie  alt  job  over  the 
years. 

MR.  GOODFELLCW:  Mr.  Chairman,  the  main 
purpose  in  changing  the  administration  from  a  Commission 
to  a  Director  is  that  in  effect  for  the  past  several 
years  the  Chairman  of  the  Old-Age  Commission  has  been 
responsible  for  the  administration  of  the  old-age 
pension  branch  of  the  Department.  T.Te  feel  it  is  good 
administrative  practice  to  have  a  director...  rather 
than  a  Commission.   Sometimes  you  get  a  slight  conflict 
in  commissions,  and  one  vies  with  the  other  as  to  who 
has  the  most  authority,  and  so  on;  and  in  the  final 
analysis,  the  Minister  responsible  for  any  department 
of  government  holds  the  Director  of  the  branch 
responsible  for  the  administration  of  that  particular 
branch  of  his  Department.   I  think  this  is  good 
administrative  practice.   I  assure  the  members  of 
this  House  that  we  will  attempt  to  give  them  the  same 
courteous  service  that  we  have  in  the  past;  and  I 
am  very  pleased  that  it  has  been  possible  to  secure 
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the  services  of  Mr.  Campbell  as  the  present  Chairman  of 
the  Old-Age  Commission.   He  comes  to  our  Department  with 
a  background  of  experience  from  the  Workmen's  Compensation 
Board. 

HON.  LE5LIL  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister)':  May 
I  make  this  explanation  to  the  members  of  the  House? 
We  had  hoped  to  complete  this  afternoon  by  six  o'clock 
discussion  of  these  bills  in  Committee. 

(Take  »H»  follows) 
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MR.  FROST:   I  would  suggest  we  meet  in  the 
morning  and  move  the  motion  for  the  adoption  of  the  speech 
from  the  Throne  so  that  those  who  wanted  to  take  part 
in  that  would  have  an  opportunity  so  to  do.   It  might 
be  resolved  into  the  Leaders  of  the  various  parties, 
speaking, if  they  have  something  to  say.    This  with  a 
view  to  proroging  the  House  at  4:00  o'clock  to-morrow 
afternoon.   However,  I  will  leave  it  to  the  hon.  members 
of  the  House. 

I  may  be  possible  to  qo   through  these  Sections 
hers  at  this  time.  If  there  are  any  points  which  require 
consideration,  they  could  be  considered  —  if  there  are 
any  --  by  the  Department  of  the  hon.  Attorney  General 
(Mr.  Porter)  during  the  evening,  and  then  if  necessary 
they  could  be  given  further  consideration  by  the  House 
to-morrow  morning,  very  briefly.   They  could  be  cleared 
away  in  that  manner. 

That  would  enable  us  to  go  ahead  with  the 
other  business,  the  first  thing  in  the  morning. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  it  is  the  preference 
of  the  hon.  members  to  adjourn  now  and  meet  at  10:00 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  in  Committee,  I  do  not  believe 
it  would  require  a  very  great  length  of  time  on  the 
other  motion,  if  you  want  it  that  way.  I  do  not  want 
to  keep  the  hon.  members  here  who  may  have  made 


H-2 


engagements  in  anticipation  of  an  adjournment  at  6:00 
o'clock,  but  perhaps  the  hon.  members  would  not  mind 
waiting  over  and  let  us  try  to  go  through  these  Bills, 
if  we  can. 

Ml.  JOLLIFFE:   Do  I  understand  the  hon.  Prime 
Minister  is  suggesting  we  ignore  the  clock? 

ME.  FROST:   That  is  right. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   And  continue  in  Committee? 

MR.  FROST:   That  is  right. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   I  do  not  think  it  would  take 
very  long. 

MR.  FROST:   Let  us  try  to  do  it,  anyway. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   I  do  not  know  of  anybody  who 
wants  to  make  a  speech  in  Committee  stage.   I  know  there 
are  some  comments  on  most  of  the  sections  of  this  Bill, 
but  as  far  as  I  know,  nobody  wants  to  make  a  speech. 
We  do  object  to  two  or  three  things,  which  we  will  bring 
forward.  But  the  main  points  have  been  made  and  I  do 
not  think  it  would  take  more  than  three-quarters  of  an 
hour. 

Section  2  agreed  to. 

On  Section  3. 
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MR.  J".  B.  SALSBZRG  (St .Andrews ) :   On  Section  3, 
Sub-section  4,  'Granting  to  the  Director  the  Power  to 
Rescind  or  Amend,  and  so  forth,  and  so  forth,  and  then 
it  says:  "Every  such  die  termination  and  direction  is 
final  and  is  not  subject  to  any  review  by  any  court  of 
law  o r  otherwi  se " . 

What  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Public  welfare  now  is  whether  this  restricts  the 
right  to  appeal  would  not  remove  any  possibility  of 
achieving  what  I  have  tried  to  achieve  for  quite  a 
number  of  years  appealing  both  to  him  and  his  predecessor, 
Dr.  Vivian.   Both  of  them  agreed  with  me  that  we 
encounter  haidships  on  the  part  of  many  applicants  for 
pensions  who  find  it  hard  to  prove  their  record.   The 
regulations  were  so  rigid  and  the  sources  from  which  we 
could  get  the  proof  were  so  limited,  that  very  often 
anybody  who  interviewed  the  applicant  was  convinced 
that  a  person  was  seventy  or  over,  but  he  could  not 
produce  the  record. 

My  suggestion  was  that  we  get  Ottawa  to 
agree  --  since  that  time  there  was  a  division  of 
responsibility  and  a  sharing  of  the  cost  —  to  refer 
such  doubtful  cases  to  a  judge  who  will,  in  his  wisdom, 
decide  whether  the  applicant  has  a  substantial  claim 
or  not. 
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What  I  am  afraid  of  is  the  present  sub- 
section will  remove  any  such  possibility.   I  think  the 
Hon.  Minister,  in  a  private  talk  with  me,  agreed  with 
that  proposition. 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:  That  is  all  taken  care  of. 

MR.  SALSBERG:  How? 

MR.  GOODFELLOU:  By  a  tribunal  to  be  appointed. 

MR.  S4LSBERG:  Well,  that  is  very  important 
news  for  a  great  many  people,  and  I  would  like  to  have 
the  Hon.  Minister  on  record  about  that. 

MR.  GOODFELLOV":  The  discussion  took  place 
at  t  he  last  conference,  at  which  we  were  discussing 
regulations  with  the  Federal  Government,  and  with 
Provincial  representatives,  and  it  was  decided  there 
are  some  cases  where  it  is  most  difficult  —  or  practically 
impossible  —  to  prove  age,  and  in  those  cases  there  would 
be  a  tribunal  established,  and  on  which  will  be  a 
representative  of  the  Federal  department,  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Provincial  Department,  and  a  third  person, 
to  deal  with  these.   There  are  only  a  few  of  them,  and 
there  will  be  the  final  court  of  appeal  in  the  case  of 
people  who  cannot  give  proof  of  age.   I  think  this  is  a 
very  definite  step,  and  I  always  go  back  to  the  case 
where  the  son  was  getting  the  old-age  pension,  while  his 
father  could  not  qualify. 
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MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Does  that  mean  this  tribunal 
will  have  the  power  to  make  its  decisions,  and  use  its 
best  judgment? 

MR.  GOODFELLOW:  That  is  right.   And  they  will 
use  medical  evidence,  although,  frankly  I  do  not  know  how 
they  will  go  about  that. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  That  is  really  a  step  forward. 

MR.  EAMON  PARK   (Dovercourt ) :  May  I  direct 
a  question  to  the  Hon.  Attorney-General  (Mr.  Porter), 
as  it  concerns  him  perhaps  more  than  the  Hon.  Minister 
of  Welfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow),  and  that  is  whether  the 
decision  by  Mr.  Justice  Gale,  in  the  Labour-Relations 
Board  case  may  not  affect  the  power  established  by 
this  legislation  in  sub-section  4  of  Section  3?  That 
is,  the  determination  to  be  final,  and  not  subject  to 
review  before  the  courts.   I  believe  it  is  written 
into  the  Labour  Relations  Act  in  the  same  way,  or  at 
least  something  similar  to  it. 

HON.  DANA  PORTER  (Attorney-General):  Now 
that  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Park)  wants  some  free  legal 
advice,  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  satisfy  him.   I  can 
assure  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Park)  that  natural  justice 
will  not  be  denied. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  That  covers  a  multitude  of  sins. 

Sections  3  to  6  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
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On  Section  7. 

MR.  W..  DENNISON  (St. David):  I  wonder  if  the 
Hon.  Minister  will  tell  us  what  will  be  the  position  of 
these  old-age  pensioners  who  are  now  paying  back,  by- 
reductions  in  their  payments,  over-payments  which  the 
Department  claim  were  made  in  the  past  year?   To-day 
an  old-age  pensioner  is  only  getting  thirty  dollars 
instead  of  forty  dollars,  because  he  has  to  pay  back 
ten  dollars  a  month  on  a  previous  over-payment. 

Do  I  understand  that  from  now  on  the 
pensioners  get  the  full  forty  dollars  from  Ottawa? 
Does  the  Hon.  Minister  intend  to  write  these  over- 
payments off  the  books? 

MR.  GOODFELLO*::  That  is  right.   In  the 
last  few  months,  I  have  often  wished  there  was  some 
way  we  could  increase  the  partial  payments  up  to  forty 
dollars.   If  there  are  any  pensioners  in  the  ridings 
of  the  Hon.  members  who  are  worried  about  their 
little  estates,  may  I  say  that  I  do  not  think  they 
need  to  worry  too  much.   I  do  not  think  the  Government 
will  be  too  restrictive  in  collections  on  estates,  at 
least  not  for  the  next  two  or  three  months. 

Section  7  agreed  to. 

On  Section  &. 

MR.  J.  B.  SALSBERG  (St. Andrew):  On  Section 
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B,   Mr.  Chairman;  it  would  seem  to  me  that  section  is 
both  unnecessary  and  harmful.   I  cannot  understand  why 
the  Government  puts  this  section  into  the  Bill,   It 
provides  for  the  payment  of  pensions  to  this  group  if 
Ottawa  decides  to  stop  its  contribution. 

The  Hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost) 
spoke  a  few  moments  ago  about  another  matter,  and 
added  that  we  did  not  have  to  hurry;  that  we  can  always 
get  together;  that  this  House  can  be  called  in  a  few 
days  or  weeks  --  as  was  proven  in  this  instance  —  and 
I  agree  with  him. 

Certainly  a  matter  of  such  importance  should 
not  be  disposed  of  as  this  Section  would  make  possible, 
by  this  or  any  other  Government.   I  doubt  if  it  will 
happen,  but  imagine  what  would  happen  if  the  Federal 
Government  should  suddenly  decide  to  end  — 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  To  commit  suicide. 

MR.  SAL3BERG:  Yes,  other  Governments  have 
done  that.   I  also  know  of  some  members  of  the  ruling 
class  who  haVe  committed  suicide. 

But  imagine  a  Government  in  Ottawa  saying 
that  to  this  Provincial  Government,  which  would 
immediately  stop  payments  to  thousands  of  people. 
VJhy,  you  would  create  a  crisis.  Certainly  we  could 
get  together  in  special  session  to  deal  with  a  crisis, 
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which  would  then  arise,  as  a  result  of  Ottawa's  actions, 

I  suggest  this  entire  section  should  be 
deleted,  and  I  will  be  very  happy  to  move  the  deletion 
of  Section  6,  unless  the  Government  can  present  better 
arguments  than  I  have  yet  heard  why  it  should  be 
included. 

MR.  GOODFELLOtf:  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
will  have  to  refer  to  our  own  common  sense,  and  have 
enough  confidence  in  the  Federal  Government  to  know 
that  neither  this  Government  nor  any  Government  at 
Ottawa  will  withdraw  from  this  legislation. 

MR.  3AL3BERG:  Then  why  have  the  section? 
Let  us  rely  on  common  sense  and  on  the  Legislature 
meeting  to  dispose  of  such  a  crisis  if  and  when  it 
should  arise. 

In  view  of  that  explanation,  I  think  the 
section  should  be  deleted. 

MR.  FROST:  May  I  say  that  I  think  probably 
a  section  of  that  sort  is  the  way  of  expressing  that 
this  is  a  Federal-Provincial  agreement.   This  came 
from  the  previous  Act,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  in 
the  Federal  Act,  and  I  think  if  we  were  to  take  that 
out,  we  might  be  doing  violence  to  the  agreement.   I 
quite  agree  it  is  only  academic,  and  this  is  only  done 
in  accordance  with  the  Act  they  passed,  and  no  doubt 
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their  Act  has  similar  provisions,  and  I  think  it  should 
be  left  in. 

MR.  S'ALSBLRG:  Not  to  prolong  this  discussion, 
I  would,  nevertheless,  say  that  this  is  one  of  the  few 
sections  which  seems  to  have  been  inserted  by  this 
Government,  rather  than  by  Ottawa.   This  enables  the 
Federal    Government  to  withdraw  from  the  agreement 
if  they  wish.   I  am  sure  that  Ottawa  would  not  object, 
if  the  province  continued  to  pay,  if  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment decided  to  step  aside,  as  the  Hon.  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe)  has  said. 

MR.  FROST:  Suppose  one  of  the  provinces 
wanted  to  withdraw.   The  Ottawa  Government  is  under  no 
obligation  to  pay  their  proportion.   I  cannot  imagine 
any  province  entering  into  this  agreement  and  then 
withdrawing,  but  it  is  conceivable  that  it  might  happen. 

MR.  ,TISMER  (Riverdale):  In  the  Federal  Act, 
as  was  in  the  Old-Age  Pension  Act,  there  was  a  clause 
which  said  that  the  Federal  Government  agrees  with 
the  provinces  that  they  shall  not  break  this  contract 
except  on  ten  years'  notice;  in  other  words,  that 
ten  years'  notice  will  be  given  to  the  Province,  as 
was  the  case  under  the  Old-Age  Pensions  Act.   All 
this  does  is  provide  that  ten  years'  notice  shall  be 
given. 
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MR.  JOLLIFFE:  I  think  that  is  a  bit  of  an 
academic  issue;  but  the  situation  is  this,  Parliament 
can  do  anything;  it  can  change  its  mind  every  day,  if 
it  wants  to.   But,  as  far  as  possible,  for  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  to  commit  itself,  it  has  committed 
itself,  by  Section  9,  Sub-section  1,  which  reads: 

"In  accordance  with  sub-section  2  hereof, 
every  agreement  shall  continue  in  force  so 
long  as  the  provincial  law  remains  in 
operation,  or  until  the  operation  of  ten 
years  from  the  day  upon  which  notice  of  an 
intention  to  terminate  the  agreement  is 
given  by  the  Minister,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Governor-in-Council;  to  the  Province 
with  which  the  agreement  was  made." 
Short  of  writing  it  into  the  British- 
North  America  Act,  you  cannot  get  anything  in  the  way 
of  a  commitment  which  can  be  any  stronger  than  that. 
That  is  as  far  as  we  can  expect  it  to  go. 

MR.  SaLSBERG:  Then  why  do  we  need  this 
section? 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Because,  in  theory,  an 
agreement  stands  or  falls  with  the  agreement.   I 
think  that  is  academic. 

Sections  $   to  10  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
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On  Section-  11. 

MR.  T.  D.  THOMAS  (Ontario):  '  r.  Chairman, 
there  is  one  section  omitted..  In  the  old  Act  there 
was  a  Section  providing  for  cost  of  living  bonus  for 
any  class  of  pensioner  or  group  thereof. 

Will  the  Hon.  Minister  tell  us  why  that 
was  not  included  in  this  Act,  and  why  that  clause 
cannot  be  inserted  now? 

MR.  GOODFELLO":  I  think  I  made  it  quite 
clear  this  afternoon  that  we  did  not  propose  to  get 
into  the  cost  of  living  bonus,  of  which  we  pay  fifty 
percent  of  any  basic  amount  the  Government  sets. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  How  can  you  say  that,  under 
Section  3? 

MR,  GOODFELLO;:  Because  we  will  immediately 
call  the  Legislature  to  amend  the  Act.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  think  that  section  could  have  been  changed 
to  permit  the  Government  to  raise  their  share,  if  the 
Federal  Government  raises  the  basic  amount. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  You  could  have  done  that  by 
adding  six  words. 

MR.  FROST:  In  connection  with  these  supple- 
mentary payments;   I  think,  as  I  said  before,  it  is  a 
great  mistake  for  the  Province  to  treat  supplementary 
payments  as  a  part  of  the  old-age  pension  agreement. 
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It  really  upsets  the  whole  basis  of  the  agreement. 
as  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  St. Andrew  (Mr.  Salsberg) 
mentioned  this  afternoon  --  and  reference  was  made  to 
it  once  before  --  if  we  were  getting  into  the  type  of 
assistance  where  we  are  separating  it  from  the  old-age 
pension  arrangement  altogether,  I  think  that  would  be 
the  only  way  to  approach  this  thing.   It  is  a  great 
mistake  to  combine  supplementary  payments  with  the 
old-age  pension,  which  is  really  carried  out  by 
agreement  with  the  Federal  Government,  which  has  the 
fixing  of  the  basic  amount.   I  think  other  provinces 
which  are  doing  that,  are  meeting  with  some  embarrass- 
ment, because  of  that,  and  the  great  difficulty  in  the 
administration,  and  the  matter  of  confusion  which  arises 
in  the  minds  of  people.   It  is  very  difficult  to  tell 
one  person  he  is  entitled  to  a  forty-dollar  a  month 
old-age  pension,  while  someone  down  the  street  is 
receiving  fifty  dollars.   It  leads  to  misunderstandings, 
"e  had  plenty  of  that  in  this  House  before. 

I  think  the  House  will  recall  we  got  into 
countless  misunderstandings,  until  we  got  out  of  it. 
We  will  handle  it  as  a  separate  Act,  and  deal  with  it 
as  a  matter  of  public  assistance,  quite  aside  from  the 
old-age  pensions, 

MR.  GGGDFELLO":  I  think  it  would  have  to  be 
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part  of  the  public  assistance  program,  and  be  administered 

i 
on  a  local  level.   I  do  not  see  any  other  sound  way  of 

doing  it. 

iifl.  JOLLIFFE:  There  are  difficulties  all 
right,  and  there  will  continue  to  be  difficulties 
wherever  there  is  a  means  test.   The  Hon.  Frime  Minister 
(Mr,  Frost)  mentioned  one  man  on  a  street  getting  forty 
dollars  and  another  getting  more.   You  will  get  that 
with  the  means  test,  which  is  still  to  be  administered 
by  the  Province,  and  I  think  if  you  are  going  to  have 
something  like  that,  it  should  be  administered  by  the 
Province.   But,  in  any  event,  you  are  also  finding  it 
necessary  to  continue  a  certain  degree  of  interest  in 
the  people  over  seventy,  as  well  as  the  people  from  65 
to  69,  on  the  basis  of  need. 

The  Hon.  Minister  said  that  the  Federal 
people  are  going  to  need  your  counselling  service  and  the 
experience  of  your  workers  for  many  of  the  people  over 
seventy,  and  I  was  very  glad  to  have  that  statement  that 
you  will  continue  --  legally  or  otherwise  --  a  small 
degree  of  medical  assistance  for  people  over  seventy. 
So  you  will  find  it  impossible  to  divide  it  completely 
from  the  field  of  seventy  and  over.   I  think  you  will 
find  it  '    is  not  practicable  to  do  so.   In  that  field 
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you  are  still  --  and  will  continue  to  be  --  concerned 
about  need  and  this  much-disliked  terra  '*means  test". 

If  you  are  going  to  be  concerned  with  these 
people,  and  be  concerned  with  the  means  test  in  the 
65-69  age  field,  is  it  logical  to  say  you  cannot  afford 
to  get  mixed  up  with  a  supplement  in  the  case  of  need? 
The  fact  is,  you  are  already  committed  to  the  supplement 
to  some  degree,  in  case  of  need. 

MR.  GOGDFELLO1. :  But  it  should  be  on  a  local 
level. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  But  you  are  not  doing  it  on  the 
local  level,  if  you  pay  a  doctor  bill  -- 

MR.  GO0DFSLL0N:  I  do  not  pay  him.  The 
Medical  Association  administers  that  themselves, 

MR.  FROST:  T."e  would  not  have  much  of  a 
means  test  in  connection  with  medical  assistance. 
Probably  an  affidavit,  or  something  of  that  sort. 

LR.  JOLLIFFE:  Then  you  will  need  a  little  more 
money. 

MR.  FROST:  Vie  are  not  going  into  any  expensive 
means  test  arrangements  for  people,  from  the  medical 
assistance  end.  TTe  hope  to  have  it  in  the  form  of  a 
simple  affidavit,  or  something  of  that  sort. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  In  the  most  friendly  spirit, 
may  I  s  ay  that  if  I  thought  the  Province  of  Ontario  was 
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going  to  do  a  real  job  in  respect  of  medical  services, 
drugs  and  hospitalization  in  connection  with  this 
group,  and  thereby  assist  them,  and  also  assist  the 
municipalities,  I  would  be  more  enthusiastic  about 
your  statement  that  you  could  not  afford  to  get 
involved  in  a  supplementary  pension.   It  would  carry 
some  weight  if  you  were  going  to  do  something  substan- 
tial in  the  way  of  medical  services,  drugs  and  hospitali- 
zation, which  arises  under  this  Section.  ~Te  have  had 
no  indication  of  that.  " '."e  would  certainly  welcome  it 
and  would  welcome  hearing  anything  which  the  Hon.  Prime 
Minister  (Mr*  Frost)  cares  to  say  now. 

:-3t«  FROST:  The  question  is,  how  many  are 
coming  into  this,  but  that  is  a  problem  with  the 
radical  association.   It  is  not  very  popular  with  the 
medical  people,  I  do  not  think. 

MR.  JOLLIFF'.:  I  appreciate  the  difficulty. 

r'R.   FROST:  Let  us  wait  and  see  how  it  works 
out. 

Ml,  JOLLIFF^:  I  was  not  suggesting  --  even 
though  I  may  on  another  occasion  —  that  a  person 
with  means ;  who  is  really  independent,  should  be 
subsidized  in  preference  to  others  at  this  time,  just 
because  they  happen  to  be  over  seventy  years  of  age, 
and  have  to  go  to  an  hospital.   They  may  be  able  to 
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afford  it  very  well.   At  the  moment,  I  do  not  think  they 
deserve  priority,  but  the  program  of  real  protection, 
from  the  point  of  viev  of  the  pensioner  and  from  the 
point  of  viev;  of  the  municipality,  I  think  is  different. 

i'-jS.  nlLLAriD:  Mr. Chairman,  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  Hon.  Minister,  is  it  not  taking  into  account  the 
large  number  of  people  who  will  qualify  under  this 
means  test,  in  this  group  of  65  to  69?   Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  they  will  qualify  because  of  the  fact  they 
hsve  some  physical  disability,  so  they  are  not  able  to 
work,  because  you  have  just  said  the  people  who  can 
afford  to  work  will  not  take  a  pension  of  ,.'4$0. 00  a 
year  with  an  additional  allowance  of  ,,,240,00.   They 
will  continue  working.   So  most  of  these  people  will 
require  medical  assistance  in  addition  to  the  old-age 
assistance  which  they  will  get  under  the  Act.   It  seems 
to  me  the  Government  has  not  provided  any  means  by 
which  they  can  adequately  meet  the  need. 

MR.  GOODrSLLO":  v'e  intend  to  extend  the 
present  services  by  giving  it  to  those  over  seventy. 

IR.  T.  D.  THGi-iAo  (Ontario):  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  would- move  that  oection  12  of  Bill  No.l  be  amended 
by  the  addition  of  the  following  paragraph: 

" (bb)  Providing  for  a  cost  of  living  or  other 
bonus  to  recipients  or  any  class  or  group 
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thereof." 

MR.  PROS?:  I  would  point  out  this  motion 
involves  the  expenditure  of  money. 

kR.  &ILLARD:  No,  I  don't  think  so. 

aIR.  FROST:  This  involves  and  envisages  the 
expenditure  of  money,  and  is  definitely  out  of  order. 

LR.  JOLLIFFZ:  If  this  is  the  regulation  clause. 

l>m,   THOMS  (Ontario):  It  was  in  the  previous 
regulations . 


(Take  "I"  follows) 
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THE  CHAIRMAN:   I  make  the  ruling  that  this 
contemplates  an  expenditure  of  money  and  is  therefore 
out  of  order. 

MR.  A.  A.  MacLEOD  (Bellwoods):  Mr.  Chairman, 
would  you  mind  reading  it?  We  did  not  hear  it. 

THE  CHAIRMAN:  Mr.  Thomas  (Ontario)  moves  that 
Section  12  of  Bill  No.  1  be  amended  by  the  addition  of 
the  following  paragraph,  e.g., 

providing  for  a  cost  of  living  or  other 

bonus  to  recipients  or  any  class  or  group 

thereof. " 

MR.  E.  B.  JOLLIFPE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition) : 
Mr.  Chairman,  with  the  exception  of  one  word,  the 
word  "pensioners"  changed  to  the  word  "recipients", 
that  is  exactly  the  same  wording  as  appears  in  the 
present  Act.  The  present  Act  gave  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  in  Council  the  power  by  regulations  to  deal 
with  a  matter  such  as  this  among  other  things. 
It  has  been  suggested  that  it  contemplates  the  expen- 
diture of  money.        Indirectly,  yes,  in  the  sense 
that  any  motion  ever  moved  in  this  House  could  remotely 
and  indirectly  entail  the  expenditure  of  money.   The 
pith  and  substance  of  the  thing  is  that  this  should  be 
added  to  the  powers  given  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in 
Council  by  regulation  and,  to  make  my  point  clear  and 
to  indicate  how  absurd  such  a  ruling  would  be,  this  is 
giving  a  power  to  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council 
and  the  rule  as  to  money  bills  and  money  resolutions 
is  that  they  must  emanate  from  the  Lieutenant-Governor. 
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You  make  nonsense  out  of  that      when  you  rule 
that  giving  the  Lieutenant-Governor  power  to  make  this 
regulation  is  contrary  to  that  rule.   It  is  an  ab- 
surdity . 

HON.  DANA  PORTER  (Attorney  General):  The  hon. 
member  (Mr.  Jolliffe)  surely  is  being  academic  there. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  No,  I  was  being  very  sound, 
and  I  have  only  pity  for  those  who  cannot  follow  me. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Oh,  oh. 

MR.  PORTER:   We  follow  you  all  right,  but  we 
do  not  agree  with  you. 

THE  CHAIRMAN:   The  government  can  bring  this  in, 
but  a  private  member  cannot  move  it. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   I  thought  it  was  lost  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House. 

MR.  H.  WALTERS  (Bracondale ) :  Mr.  Chairman, 
before  you  leave  Section  12.   If  what  has  happened 
here  is  true,  I  am  just  wondering  are  those  regula- 
tions enumerated  here  the  only  ones  that  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  has  any  action  on  whatsoever?  According  to 
this,  when  we  signed  the  agreement  with  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  we  are  bound  by  the  regulations  in  Bill 
395  and  these  are  the  only  exceptions  that  can  possibly 
be,  made . 

I  was  wondering,  because  apparently  here 
we  are  still  back  to  the  same  old  way  with  respect  to 
the  transfer  of  property.  You  are  dropping  your  age 
limit  in  this  thing  here,  and  you  did  run  into  some 
very  peculiar  situations.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Welfare 
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(Mr.  G-oodfeilow)  knows  what  I  am  speaking  about  with 
respect  to  the  transfer  of  property,  end  now  you  are 
going  to  run  into  the  same  thing  even  more  so  with  the 
lowering  of  this  age  limit,  because  you  have  people 
going  on  pension  at  65.  We  ran  into  this  situation 
when  the  pension  limit  was  70.  You  are  under  the  means 
test  here  under  this  legislation.  How  about  people  — 
you  say  you  are  bound  hard  and  fast  by  this  section, 
under  section  7  of  Bill  395.  What  it  says  in  this  sec- 
tion 9  is  pretty  hard  and  fast,  and  apparently  when  you 
sssigned  the  agreement  over  to  the  government  you 
pretty  well  bound  your  own  hands. 

You  may  want  at  some  time  to  relax  this, 
broaden  it  and  accord  yourselves  a  little  more  freedom, 
because  you  have  people  in  certain  industries  and  cer- 
tain circumstances  who  are  going  on  burnt-out  pensions 
at  62  and  63,  and  with  inflation  they  are  going  to 
apply  for  assistance  under  this  Act  at  65.   What  g:re 
you  going  to  do  with  those  people  when  it  comes  to  prop- 
erty, 

I  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr. 
G-oodfellow)  in  his  negotiations  with  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment this  be  relaxed  and  in  the  case  of  anyone  applying 
at  65  years  of . age  for  pensions  who  have  been  receiving 
a  burnt-out  pension,  who  does  own  his  own  property,  but 
receives  no  remuneration  or  any  benefit  from  it  —  in 
other  words,  actually  representing 


1-4 


a  cost  to  him,  he  has  to  maintain  the  house  and  to  pay- 
taxes,  but  where  he  receives  no  remuneration  whatso- 
ever from  the  home,  it  should  be  exempted  under  that 
section. 

HON.  "/.-.  A.  GOCD'i'ELLOW  (Minister  of  Welfare): 
Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  pointed  out  to  the  Conference  that 
we  feel  the  regulations  should  be  very  generous  in  res- 
pect to  property.   I  am  inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
member  (Mr.  Waltere)  who  has  just  spoken,  that  in  regard 
to  properties,  as  such,  in  computing  income  for  pension 
purposes,  we  should  be  very  generous,  to  see  how  much 
pension  they  will  qualify  for.  We  have  brought  that  to 
the  attention  of  the  Federal  authorities  and  we  are  hop- 
ing they  will  be  much  more  generous  in  the  regulations 
they  set  up  for  the  province  to  administer  in  connection 
with  property 

MR.  '•."ALT3RS:  May  I  go  further,  Mr.  Chairman, 
and  say  that  I  think  you  should  be  generous  with  them, 
because  my  experience  in  dealing  with  some  of  these  cases 
is  that  where  these  people  are  able  to  get  a  burnt-out 
pension  before  their  sixty-fifth  year,  I  assure  you  they 
are  really  burnt  out.  Many  of  the  older  workers  in  some 
of  our  industries  have  been  forced  to  take  a  burnt-out 
pension  for  the  reason  that  the  war  years  put  a  terrific 
strain  upon  them  and  they  were  getting  well  along  into 
middle  age  when  the  v:ar  broke  out,  and  the  added  burden 
of  war  has 
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certainly  burnt  a  lot  of  them  out.  You  are  going  to 
find  you  are  going  to  run  into  quite  a  lot  of  those 
people  since  you  have  now  dropped  the  age  down  to  65. 
They  are  going  to  be  coming  to  you  for  assistance. 

MR.  JOLLIFEE:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  wondering  if 
the  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow),  as  he  indicated  he 
might  do,  has  obtained  any  further  advice  with  refer- 
ence to  paragraph  (c)  of  section  12.   This  was  the  one 
which  I  suggested  gives  him  authority,  or  gives  the 
Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council  authority,  to  make  re- 
gulations "providing  for  the  whole  or  part  of  the  cost 
of  providing  medical  and  dental  services  *"0  recipients 
or  any  class  or  group  thereof".   The "recipients"  of 
course  are  the  recipients  under  this  Act,  and"any  class 
or  group  thereof "means  any  class  or  group  of  recipients 
under  this  Act. 

I  would  like  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Minister 
(Mr.  Goodfellow)  about  this.   I  might  say  I  have  briefly 
discussed  it  with  the  Legislative  Counsel,  but  I  would 
like  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr.  Goodfellow) 
about  it,  and,of  course  I  would  be  interested  to  hear 
from  the  hon.  Attorney -general  (Mr.  porter)  who  always 
is  able  to  throw  some  light  on  these  matters. 

MR.  .A.  A.  MacLEOD  (Bellwoods):  Better  repeat 
that,  he  didn'-t  hear  it. 

MR.  GOODFELLOW;  We  are  taking  it  for  granted 
on  the  word  of  the  Provincial  Auditor.       '  After  all, 
if  the  Provincial  Auditor  is  not  going  to  raise  any 
objection  to  our  spending  out  of  that  item,which  provides 
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for  medical  services,  and  which  was  passed  at  the  regu- 
lar session  of  the  Legislature,  I  think  as  a  government 
we  can  be  assured  that  we  do  not  need  to  pass  legisla- 
tion to  deal  with  that  particular  problem. 

HON.  DANA  PORTER  (Attorney  General):  Mr. 
Chairman,  may  I  add  to  what  the  hon.  Minister  (Mr. 
Goodfellow)  has  said,  that  in  the  budget  items  that 
were  passed  at  the  last  general  session,  there  is  pro- 
vision for  medical  services.   I  am  advised  that  that 
provision  is  sufficient  to  take  care  of  any  estimated 
number  of  pensioners  or  new  pensioners  up  to  the  next 
Session.   I  am  also  advised,  and  the  hon.  member  (Mr. 
Jolliffe)  well  knows,  that  there  are  two  ways  of  pro- 
viding for  the  expenditure  of  money.   One  is  by  some 
definite  statutory  provision,  the  other  is  by  an  item 
in  the  budget;  and  there  are  many  items  in  the  budget 
that  are  not  specifically  authorized  by  statute,  and 
the  government  has  made  provision  for  the  nurotjer  of 
pensioners  who  may  be  concerned  with  the  need  for; medical 
assistance  of  all  ages  from  65  up.   The  government  of 
course  will  be  prepared  to  continue  that  and  no  doubt  the 
House  will  approve. 

Of  course,  there  is  always  the  possibility  of 
a  treasury  warrant  if  the  item  in  the  budget  is  not  suf- 
ficient, but  I  am  advised  that  no  provision  was  made  for 
this  in  the  last  budget. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   I  appreciate  that  statement.   I 
think  that  the  matter  depends  really  not  so  much  on 
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fthat  the  Provincial  Auditor  thinks.   He  looks  at  it 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Provincial  Auditor  

MR.  PORTER:      .  The  Provincial  Auditor 
merely  acts  upon  what  is  provided  in  the  Estimates 
and  what  is  provided  in  the  statute,  or  both,  as  the 
case  may  be. 

MR.  JOLLIPFE:        I  want  to  assure  the  hon. 
Attorney  General  (Mr.  porter )    that  I  am  not  going  to 
quibble  about  this. 

MR.  PORTER:   Oh,  I  am  not  trying  to  quibble. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  But  if  the  Provincial  Auditor 
is  not  going  to  object  to  it,  as  far  as  I  can  see  no 
one  else  is  going  to  object.   If  the  funds  voted  under 
Vote  160  are  spent  in  the  way  which  the  hon.  Minister 
(Mr.  Goodfellow)  promised  yesterday  they  would  be 
spent,  nobody  is  going  to  object, and  I  understand, 
therefore, that  the  government  is  proceeding  on  the 
strength  of  the  lack  of  objection  more  than  anything  else 

On  the  other  hand,  I  think  there  is  something 
to  be  said  for  the  principle  just  stated  by  the  hon. 
Attorney  General  (Mr.  Porter),  but  I  do  not  think  it  is 
very  sound.  There  was  a  vote,  Vote  160,  and  under  that 
vote  there  were  five  items,  and  when  the  Committee  passed 

that  vote  and  within  that  vote  five  items  only  one 

vote  it  was  passing  them  for  certain  purposes  and 

in  a  certain  sense  and  with  a  certain  intention.  Cer- 
tainly that  intention  did  not  include  what  we  are  now 
discussing.   On  the  principle  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
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Attorney  General  (Mr.  porter),  that  merely  shows  you 
can  find  a  vote  which,  by  some  manipulation  of  nomen- 
clature, may  be  said  to  cover  the  situation  that  you 
have  here  now.   I  do  not  think  it  a  sound  or  tidy  way 
of  doing  government  business. 

Sections  12  to  16  inclusive  agreed  to. 

Bill  No.  1  reported. 

HON*  LESLIE  M»  FROST  (Prime  Minister-/:   Order 
No.  2. 

ALLOWANCES  FOR  BLIND  PERSONS 

CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE:  Government  Order  No.  2, 
House  in  Committee  on  Bill  No.  2,  "An  Act  respecting 
Allowances  for  Blind  Persons". 

Sections  1  to  11  inclusive  agreed  to. 

On  section  12. 

MR.  E.  B.  JOLLIFFE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
What  is  the  intention,  may  I  ask  the  hon.  Minister 
(Mr.  Goodfellow),  or  what  is  the  expectation,  perhaps  I 
should  say,,  about  the  effective  date  of  the  Bill? 
I  am  referring  to  proclamation,  under  section  12. 
January  1st? 

HON.  W.  A.  GOODFELLOW  (Minister  of  Welfare): 
Yes,  January  1st,  1952. 

Sections  12  and  13  agreed  to. 

Bill  No.  2  reported. 

HON.  LESLIE  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Committee  rise  and  report 
two  resolutions  and  two  bills  without  amendment. 
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Motion  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumes,.  Mr..  Speaker  in  the  chair. 

MR.  H.  A.  STEV.ART  (Kingston):  Mr..  Speaker,  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  begs  to  report  it  has  come 
to  two  resolutions  and  passed  two  bills  without  amend- 
ment, and  moves  the  adoption  of  the  report. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

HON..  LESLIE  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move,  seconded  by  Mr.  Doucett,  that  when  this 
House  adjourns  the  present  sitting  thereof,  it  stands 
adjourned  until  10  of  the  clock   I  think  due  to  the 
progress  we  have  made,  sir,  that  I  might  make  that 
10:30  o'clock. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Hear,  hear. 

MR.  L.  E.  WISMER  (Riverdale):   A  very  popular 
move . 

MR.  FROST:  10:30  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 
And  that  the  provisions  of  Rule  2  of  the  Assembly  be 
suspended  so  far  as  they  might  apply  to  this  motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MR.  A.  A.  MacLEOD  (Bellwoods):  Why  do  you 
not  finish  third  reading  now  and  get  that  finished? 

MR.  FROST:   That  is  only  a  formality.   I 
think  we  can  put  that  over. 

MR.  E.  B.  JOLLIFFE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
No,  let  us  take  it  up  tomorrow. 

MR.  FROST:  Mr.  Speaker,  according  to  arrange- 
ments made  with  the  leaders  of  the  other  parties  and 
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with  the  hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe), 
we  will  adopt  the  unusual  course  in  a  special  session, 
which  will  certainly  mean  that  what  has  happened  in 
other  aessions  is  not  necessarily  a  precedent;  tomor- 
row we  will  move  the  traditional  motion , which  is  usual, 
as  a   government  motion  for  the  adoption  of  the 
Speech  in  Reply.  That  will  be  moved  and  seconded  by 
two  very  eloquent  members,  the  hon.  member  for  Stormont 
(Mr.  McDonald)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe,  Centre 
(Mr .  Johnston) .  . 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  These  gentlement  have  had  no  op- 
portunity to  prepare  their  addresses.  This  is  an 
ocaasion  upon  which  hon.  members  like  to  take  lots  of 
time  to  prepare  their  addresses.  They  have  had  no 
opportunity.  N&w,  whether  they  speak  at  length  or  briefly 
tomorrow,  we  will  be  very  glad  to  have  them  move  and 
second  this  address. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:   The  purpose  of4,  this  is  to  give  hon. 
members  of  the  House  the  opportunity  of  speaking  and 
perhaps  asking  some  questions  on  matters  they  are  in- 
terested in  and  concerned  with,  to  be  followed  by  the 
hon.  Leader  of  the  Oppposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe),  who  will 
in  turn  be  followed  by  the  leaders  of  the  other  groups 
If  there  are  others  who  are  to  speak,  they  could  come  in 
and  the  debate  would  then  be  wound  up  on  the  government 
side,  I  presume  by  myself. 
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We  can  move  that  motion  tomorrow  morning,  Mr. 
Speaker,  when  the  House  assembles  and  the  motion, 
which  would  be  moved  I  think  formally,  would  be  followed 
by  a  motion  that  the  motion  be  taken  into  consideration 
at  once,  which  gets  us  around  the  difficulty  of  giving 
the  required  notice  for  the  consideration  of  that 
motion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  agreed  to;  the  House  adjourned  at  6.53 
of  the  clock,  p.m. 
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PROCEEDINGS 

of  the 

FOURTH  SESSION  OF  THE  TWENTY-THIRD  LEGISLATURE,  HELD 
IN  THE  LEGISLATIFil  CHAMBER,  TORONTO,  ONTARIO,  SEPTEMBER 
24,  1951,  AND  SEQ. 

Hon.  (Rev.)  M.  C.  Davies,  Speaker, 

Presiding. 


Toronto,  Ontario, 

Thursday,  September  27,  1951, 

10,30  o'clock,  a.m. 

And  the  House  having  met. 

MR.  SPEAKER:  Presenting  Petitions. 

Reading  and  receiving  petitions. 

Presenting  reports  by  committees. 

Motions. 

Introduction  of  Bills. 

Orders  of  the  Day. 

HON.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister);  Mr.  Speaker, 


A-2 


following  out  what  we  discussed  here  last  night,  I  have 
a  motion  to  make,  in  order,  I  think,  to  regularize  the 
proceedings  a  little  bit.   In  looking  at  the  order/paper 
I  notice  that  it  looks  a  little  abbreviated.   If  we  were 
to  have  third  readings  now  we  would  exhaust  the  order 
paper,  and  I  think  perhaps  it  would  be  better  to  delay- 
third  readings,  and  have  something  on  the  order  paper, 
until  the  conclusion  of  the  discussion  that  we  are  going 
to  have. 

We  are  taking  an  unusiaal  procedure,  but  usually 
there  is  a  motion  which  enables  hon.  members  to  bring  up 
some  point  they  want  to  deal  with.   I  quite  appreciate 
that  this  is  an  assembly  of  the  people,  and  while  it  is 
called  for  a  specific  purpose,  I  do  not  think  any  of  us 
would  want  to  put  our  members  in  the  position  of  having 
it  suggested  that  there  is  any  restriction  on  freedom 
of  speech.  As  for  myself,  I  have  not  contemplated  saying 
anything  at  all.  However,  it  has  been  pressed   upon 
me  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe)  and 
others  that  there  may  be  matters'   general  interest  upon 
which  they  would  like  some  comment;  and  in  that  case,  I 

would  be  very  glad  indeed  to  accede  to  the  request  of  the 

answer 
House  and  to/questions  which  may  arise  from  what  hon. 

members  may  say.   So,  Sir,  I  will  make  a  motion 

after  which  I  shall  ask  the  hon.  member  for 
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Stormont • (Mr.  McDonald)  to  move,  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Simcoe,  Centre  (Mr.  Johnston)  fco  second  a  motion 
in  order  to  put  this  matter  formally  before  the  House. 
As  I  explained  yesterday,  in  respect  to  so  important  a 
motion  it  is  customary  to  give  the  members  entrusted 
with  that  duty  considerable  notice,  so  that  they  may 
deal  with  subjects  with  which  they  want  to  deal.  We 
are  on  this  occasion  taking  this  course  virtually 
without  notice  as  far  as  they  are  concerned. 

It  will  be  understood,  too,  that  as  I  have 
stated,  we  are  using  this  motion  as  a  means  of  putting 
the  House  in  a  position  to  discuss  matters  which  the 
members  may  like  to  bring  up. 

I  move,  seconded  by  the  hon.  member  for  Lanark 
(Mr.  Doucett): 

"That  the  speech  of  the  Honourable  Lieutenant 
Governor  to  this  House  on  Monday,  September 
24th,  be  taken  into  consideration  to-day." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MR.  FROST:   The  next  motion  will  be  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Stormont  (Mr.  McDonald);  and  I 
might  give  the  House  this  background.   It  was  felt 
desirable  that  the  House  should  adjourn  to-day,  and 
the  purpose  of  meeting  at  this  rather  unusual  hour 
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10.30  in  the  morning  is  to  enable  hon.  members  to  catch 
the  afternoon  train.   I  have  an  arrangement  with  His 
Honour  the  Liettenant  Governor  to.  be  available  this 
afternoon  to  give  assent  to  the  Bills  and  to  prorogue 
the  House;  and  I  just  mention  to  hon.  members  that  it 
was  felt  that  all  our  contributions  might  be  reasonably 
short  and  to  the  point,  and  that  in  that  way  we  would 
be  enabled  to  have  a  discussion  here  of  some  things 
that  some  hon.  members  may  want  to  discuss.   So  I  will 
ask  the  hon.  member  for  Stormont  (Mr.  McDonald)  to  make 
the  motion. 

MR.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  member  for  St. Andrews 
(Mr.  Salsberg)  before  the  orders  of  the  day  asked  for 
the  opportunity  to  put  a  question.   I  am  sorry  that  I 
overlooked  that, 

MR.  J.  B.  SALSBERG  (St. Andrew):   Tharicyou, 
Mr.  Speaker.   I  rise  to  make  an  enquiry  of  the  Minister 
of  Reform  Institutions   (Mr.  Foote). 

It  so  happens  that  mome  months  ago  I  received 
information  from  inmates  of  the  Industrial  Farm  at 
Burwash  which  was  rather  disturbing.  Among  other  things, 
there  was  the  complaint  that  inmates  who  are  unquestion- 
ably mentally  disturbed  were  flogged,  and  in  some  cases, 
they  say,  mercilessly  flogged,  and  in  some  cases,  removed 
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from  Burwash  to  mental  institutions.   I  have  also 
received  a  petition  signed  by  about  two  hundred  inmates 
regarding  the  food  situation.   I  communicated  with  the 
Minister, whose  desire  to  bring  about  reforms  in  the 
reform  institutions  I  do  not  question;  I  know  that  he 
desires  the  most  advanced  type  of  institution  that  it 
is  possible  to  have  anywhere.  However,  the  facts  were 
of  a  very  serious  nature; and  I  communicated  with  the 
Minister,  outlining  the  nature  of  the  complaints.  My 
proposal  was  that  the  Minister  order  a  public  enquiry 
to  investigate  the  charges  and  the  conditions  in  Burwash, 
Following  that  I  later  proposed  that  the  Minister  agree, 
if  he  should  not  want  to  hold  a  public  enquiry,  for  me 
to  accompany  him  at  his  convenience  to  Burwash,  where 
some  of  these  complaints  and  situations  could  be  looked 
into  by  both  of  us.   The  Minister  made  a  statement  to 
the  Press  on  September  5th  in  which  he  rejected  the 
idea  of  an  enquiry.  He  thought  it  was  not  necessary. 
But  he  did  state,  —  and  I  am  now  quoting  from  the 
Toronto  Star  of  September  6th,  1951: 

"I  am  preparing  a  full  reply  to  Mr.  Salsberg, 
A  detailed  answer  will  be  ready  before  the 
Special  Session  of  the  Legislature  which  opens 
on  September  25th". 
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I  was  hoping  that  the  Minister  would  find  it 
convenient  to  make  a  statement  either  in  writing  or 
verbally  during  the  life  of  this  very  brief  Session, 
in  view  of  the  statement  carried  in  the  Press,   This, 
however,  being  the  last  day,  I  thought  that  it  would  be 
not  improper  for  me  to  rise  at  this  time  and  ask  the 
Minister  whether  he  has  the  reply  that  he  promised, 
actually,  on  a  certain  date,  and  if  not,  when  he  thinks 
he  will  have  it,  and  further,  whether  he  will  agree 
either  to  an  enquiry  or  to  a  joint  visit. 

I  want  to  say  this,  Mr.  Speaker,  before  I 
sit  down.   I  know  that  the  Minister's  heart  is  in  the 
right  place  as  far  as  these  institutions  are  concerned. 
I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  improvements  he  has  brought 
about  in  other  institutions.   But  I  do  suggest  that  the 
fact  that  we  have  had  a  continuous  chain  of  disturbances 
in  that  institution  would  justify  a  full  statement  — 
or  an  enquiry,  which  I  would  prefer  --  or  at  least  an 
agreement  that  he  and  I  go  up  and  look  into  things 
together. 

HON.  J.  W.  FOOTE  (Durham):  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
was  not  aware  of  any  date  line  having  been  set  for  the 
production  of  this  reply.   I  began  enquiries  as  soon  as 
I  received  the  hon.  member:1  s  complaints,  and  I  have 
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the  replies  ready  now.   I  could  give  them  verbally  to- 
day and  in  writing  to-morrow,  or  if  the  House  should 
wish  it,  I  could  table  the  reply  here.   I  think  that 
this  question  this  morning  is  more  in  the  form  of  a 
debate  than  a  question.  However,  as  it  has  been  made 
fully  in  the  House,  I  would  be  Qlad   to  bring  the  in- 
formation in  and  give  it  to  hon.  members  if  they  wish 
it;  or  I  can  do  as  I  promised  to  do,  --  give  the  hon, 
member  the  reply  direct,  on  the  earliest  possible  date, 
to-morrow  in  writing  or  to-day  verbally. 

What  is  the  wish  of  the  hon.  member?  Does 
he  want  the  reply  tabled  here,  or  given  to  the  House, 
or  would  he  prefer  to  receive  it  himself? 

MR.  SALSBEJt-.G:  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  hardly 
the  one  to  decide  the  course  of  action  of  the  Minister 
to  my  proposal.   Obviously  he  does  not  want  to  accept 
the  proposal  that  we  should  have  a  public  enquiry,  but 
if  he  feels  he  has  information  and  wants  to  table  it, 
of  course  ho  can  do  so. 

HON.  FROST:  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  it 
should  be  given  here. 

MR.  SALSEERG:   I  have  no  objection,  — 
no  objection  whatever. 
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MR.  JOHN  L.  McDONALD  (Stormont):  I  move, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Johnston  ( Simcoe, Centre ) : 

"That  a  humble  address  be  presented  His  Honour, 
the  Lieutenant  Governor,  as  follows7' : 

"'To  the  Honourable  Ray  Lav/son,  O.B.S., 
LL.D,,  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario: 

•"We,  his  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and 
loyal  subjects,  the  Legislative  Assembly 
of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  now  assembled, 
beg  leave  to  thank  your  Honour  for  the 
gracious  speech  your  Honour  has  addressed 
to  us  .'" 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  rising  to  move  the  adoption 
»f  the .speech  from  the  Throne,  I  consider  it  an  honour 
and  a  great  pleasure. 

First,  while  I  may  be  a  little  late,  I  would 
like  to  congratulate  you  on  your  appointment  as  Speaker 
of  the  House.   I  might  say  that  the  House  is  very 
fortunate  in  having  a  gentleman  like  you  to  preside 
over  it.  You  have  a  very  difficult  task,  and  you  have 
performed  it,  I  am  quite  sure,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  members. 

I  represent  the  County  of  Stormont,  a  County 
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which  I  think  is  probably  pretty  well  known  now   It  has 
been  known  for  quite  a  number  of  years,  mainly  because 
of  the  Deep  Waterway  and  the  Power  development  along 
the  St.  Lawrence  River;  and  we  are  in  hopes  that  some- 
time in  the  near  future  we  shall  see  this  project  an 
accomplished  fact. 

I  do  not  think  I  will  take  much  time  in 
speaking  on  the  record  of  the  government.   I  think  it 
speaks  for  itself,  and  I  am  sure  that  when  the  time 
comes  to  ask  the  people's  approval  of  that  record,  they 
will  agree  very  substantially' in  favor  of  the  government. 

MR.  McLEOD:  Will  that  be  "in  the  fulnees 
of  time"? 

MR.  Mc DONALD:   I  am  also  very  pleased  with 
the  legislation  that  is  before  this  House  in  respect 
of  old-age  pensions,  and  especially  that  the  means  test 
is  to  be  abolished.   Speaking  from  sixteen  years'  ex- 
perience, and  having  had  something  to  do  with  old-age 
pensions,  I  would  say  that  the  means  test  is  a  very 
unfair  and  unsatisfactory  way  of  giving  assistance  to 
the  needy.  Also,  I  am  sure,  the  provision  for  assist- 
ance to  citizens  between  sixty-five  and  sixty-nine 
years  will  be  of  great  help  to  a  large  number  of  people. 
The  world  at  the  present  time  being  a  young  man's  world, 
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when. a  person  arrives  at  the  age  of  sixty-five  he  runs 
the  risk,  in  a  great  many  vocations,  of  becoming  a  mis- 
fit.  This  pension  will  be  of  great  assistance  to 
people  who  are  in  that  situation. 

Now,  Qentlemen,  I  am  not  going  to  speak  very 
long,  but  I  want  to  address  myself  briefly  to  one  subject 
which  has  been  mentioned  quite  often,  aamely  the  rising 
cost  of  living.   Since  the  war  the  climb  has  been 
continuous,  and  during  that  time  various  governments 
have  enacted  legislation  to  try  to  curb  that  rise, 
but  with  no  apparent  affect  on  the  cost  of  living. 
My  personal  idea  is  that  the  legislation  which  was 
enacted  to  relieve  the  situation  has  actually  had  some 
effect  in  causing  a  rise  in  prices.   Naturally,  when 
social  legislation  is  passed,  it  has  to  be  financed, 
and  to  do  this  governments  must  levy  taxes.   There  is 
only  one  place  from  which  the  taxes  can  be  obtained, 
and  that  is  from  the  total  production  of  the  country. 
The  sum  thus  raised  must  be  added  to  the  price  of 
goods.  Further,  in  order  to  give  effect  to  the 
legislation  we  enact,  it  is  necessary  to  employ  people 
to  administer  these  acts,  and  naturally  the  people 
thus  engaged  are  removed  from  the  production  side  of 
the  picture  and  placed  in  what  may  be  called  the 
non-producers, 
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so  that  actually  what  is  happening  is  that  the  percentage 
of  non-prociucers  was  increasing,  and  the  percentage  of 
producers  was  decreasing ;  therefore,  the  producers  were 
compelled  to  receive  less  than  all  he  produced  formerly. 

Years  ago  --  to  go  back  quite  a  number  of 
years  --  the  non-producing  class  was  very  small,  and  did 
not  have  much  effect.   But,  at  the  present  time,  it  is 
quite  an  item. 

There  is  no  use  in  trying  to  say  that  in 
passing  social  legislation  that  will  be  a  cure.  "  hy 
we  may  try  to  cure  something  at  one  spot,  it  seems  to 
me  that  our  old  chariot  will  begin  to  squeak  somewhere 
else-,  and  naturally  we  grease  it  there,  and  then  it 
squeaks  somewhere  else.  as  I  have  said  on  a  former 
occasion,  I  think  we  are  going  about  it  in  the  wrong 
way.   In  order  to  illustrate  the  way  I  think  we  are 
trying  to  accomplish  this  is  by  taking  the  case  of  a 
motor-car.   You  have  a  miss  in  the  engine,  and  you  stop 
at  a  garage  and  tell  the  mechanic  tnere  is  a  miss  in 
the  engine.  He  says,  "Oh,  all  it  needs  is  a  spark  plug," 
and  he  puts  a  spark  plug  in,  and  we  drive  out,  but  the 
engine  still  misses.  T;.:e  drive  back  to  the  garage,  and 
tell  him  the  engine  is  still  missing,  and  he  says,  "Oil, 
it  is  the  carburetor  which  is  missing."  l.Te  would  not  go 
back  to  that  garags  again,  but  would  say  that  the  mechanic 
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did  not  know  his  business. 

rJl.  JOLLIFFZ:  iomet iuies  we  have  to. 

lit.  McDOKaLD  (Stormont)  :  But  as  far  as  the 
garage  is  concerned,  if  a  man  is  a  mechanic,  the  first 
thing  he  does  is  to  try  and  find  where  the  trouble  is, 
and  when  he  finds  it,  it  does  not  take  him  long  to 
rectify  it. 

'■"hat  I  am  getting  at  is  this;  instead  of 
sugcesting  this  should  be  done  or  that  should  be  done, 
let  us  sit  down  and  find  out  where  the  trouble  is,  and 
if  we  find  the  trouble,  I  do  not  think  it  would  take 
much  to  cure  it. 

rre  do  hear  a  lot  of  criticism  of  certain 
people,  especially  bankers  and  industrialists.   I  have 
met  a  number  of  those  gentlemen,  and  personally  they 
are  fine  men.   They  have  their  faults,  of  course,  but 
have  not  all  of  us?  TTe  are  not  perfect.   But  there  is 
a  lot  of  criticism  about  the  industrialists  being  very 
greedy.  That  is  to  be  expected,  human  nature  being 
what  it  is.   I  do  not  think  we  should  criticize  those 
people  too  severely,  because  I  believe  if  we  were  in 
their  position,  we  would  do  the  same  thing  they  are 
doing. 

I'iR.   jfrjacLEOD ;  My f  my,  my;  surely  not. 

lit.  foicDONALD  (Stormont):  I  do  not  say  the 
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people  are  wrong.   "e  can  to  back  to  3iblical  times  -- 
and  the  hon.  member  for  3ellwoods  (Mr*  i-acLeod)  probably 
would  know  more  about  this  than  I  do  --  where  the 
greediness  became  so  bad  that  they  were  using  the 
temple  of  C-cd  to  satisfy  their  greed.   So  it  is  nothing 
new. 

Supposing  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Treasurer  (tor.  Frost)  would  come  down  with  the  Budget 
and  say  that  all  the  hon.  members  of  this  House  in 
future  will  receive  twenty  thousand  dollars  a  year  for 
being  members  of  the  Legislative  Assembly. 

kISS  A.  iiacPHAlL  (York  East):  "e  would 
drop  dead. 

LR.  licDOKiiLD  (Stormont):  How  many  of  us  here 
would  stand  up  and  say,  "No,  I  will  not  take  it."  There 
would  be  quite  a  few  of  us. 

MR,  jVilLLAtlD:  You  are  in  a  dream  world. 

iH,  kcDONALu  (Stormont ): The  only  reason  I 
would  vote  against  it  would  be  because  of  the  electors. 
That  is  only  human  nature, 

"Tiat  I  am  coming  to  is  this;  I  do  not 
believe  we  can  legislate  greed  out  of  existence, 

AN  hon.  i.EiiBLR:  You  can  penalize  them. 

i-iR.  McDONALD  (Stormont):  T:7e  have  an  example 
of  that  in  the  Communist  countries,  where  they  are  going 
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as  far  as  possible  to  legislate  greeci  out  of  existence. 
Every  so  often  they  have  a  purge  of  some  of  their  members, 
and  that  is  due  to  nothing  else  but  greed. 

T'."hat  I  suggest  is,  that  instead  of  trying  to 
legislate  the  people  out  of  that  greed,  why  not  try  to 
set  up  a  system  of  distribution  where  greed  will  not 
penalize  the  people?  If  people  are  greedy,  let  them 
pile  it  up.   It  is  no  good  to  them  after  they  die. 
Let  us  set  up  an  economic  system,  and  if  somebody 
elects  to  pile  up  a  few  billion  dollars,  somebody  else 
has  not  got  to  suffer,  and  we  still  have  Democracy, 

MR.  MacLEOD:  You  are  coming  along. 

MR.  McDONALD  (Stormont):   That  can  be  accom- 
plished by  sitting  down  and  doing  some  thinking.   If 
we  spent  more  time  thinking  and  less  time  talking,  we 
would  get  further. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  McDONALD  (Stormont):  For  myself,  as  I  have 
said  before,  years  ago  there  was  faminp  qnd  misery 
simply  because  we  had  not  come  to  the  time  when  we 
knew  how  to  produce. 

Now,  God  has  given  us  the  earth,  and  has  given 
us  the  raw  materials,  and  given  us  some  intelligence( 
Our  engineers  and  our  scientists  have  solved  the  problem 
of  production,  but  our  economists  have  fallen  down  badly 
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in  the  distribution  system. 

My  personal  opinion  is  that  what  we  are  trying 
to  do  is  to  run  a  distribution  system  from  the  produc- 
tion end.   It  is  all  tied  up.   They  say  the  only  way  we  can 
distribute  goods  is  by  producing  more.   The  fallacy 
of  that  was  proven  in  the  T30rs.  We  had  a  surplus,  and 
the  only  way  you  could  distribute  that  surplus  was  to 
produce  more  goods.   How  will  you  distribute  a  surplus 
by  producing  a  greater  surplus?  So  we  have  to  separate 
the  distribution  from  the  production  end,  and  when  we 
do  that,  Mr.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe), 
we  will  have  accomplished  in  legislating  greed  out  of 
existence,  and  placing  it  so  it  will  not  penalize  the 
other  chap. 

As  I  have  said,  God  gave  us  the  beautiful  earth, 
and  all  kinds  of  natural  resources;  He  gave  us  the 
intelligence  to  produce  plenty. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  And  they  are  producing  it  all  for 
the  United  States. 

MR.  McDOM'ALD  (Stormont):  I  will  end  up  by  saying 
what  a  youn<^  lieutenant  said  in  the  platoon  in  which 
I  was,  just  before  Paschendale.  Vie  went  over  what  they 
call  the  "tape".   Some  of  the  hon.  members  will  remember 
what  that  is.   The  colonel  gave  us  a  talking  to,  of  what 
we  had  to  do,  and  then  he  said  to  the  lieutenant,  "Take 
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the  platoon  over  and  see  that  they  have  a  thorough 
understanding  of  what  is  wanted." 

This  young  fellow  did  not  believe  everything 
in  K.R.  &  G.   He  thought  otherwise.   So  he  took  us  out 
of  sight  of  the  colonel,  and  said,  "oit  down  boys,  and 
smoke."  And  he  said,  m.~atch  that  hill,  and  if  you  see 
the  colonel  coming,  tell  me." 

Me  said,  m'Je  went  over  the  tape  and  we  got  a 
lecture  of  what  is  before  us."  Now,  when  we  go  over 
the  top,  we  may  not  have  that  situation  at  all,  at 
all. 

— Eefore  I  finish  that,  he  was  right  there,  because 
our  objective  was  a  low  telephone  line,  and  if  we 
had  gone  up  the  telephone  line,  we  would  have  gone 
to  Berlin,   He  said,  "There  is  one  thing  I  am  going 
to  tell  you,  and  that  is  this,  when  we  start  over 
the  top,  use  the  brains  that  God  gave  you,  or  God 
help  you." 

SOME  hon.  .  MEMBJRS:  Hear,  hear. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Oh,  oh. 

MR.  G.  G.  JOHNSTON  (Simcoe  Centre):  Mr, 
Speaker,  :    consider  it  a  great  honour  to  be  asked 
by  the  Hon.  rrime  Minister  to  second  the  motion  in 
reply  to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.   I  may  say  that 
I  always  do  what  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  tells  me. 
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As  you  know,  all  good  reforms  come  about 
gradually.  The  legislation  which  has  been  introduced, 
has  been  very  conservative,  and  I  am  happy  that  it  was 
carried  without  a  dissenting  vote. 

I  think,  myself,  it  would  be  a  mistake  to 
have  increased  the  pension  to  those  between  65  and  69 
to  fifty  dollars,  for  this  reason;  that  after  receiving 
fifty  dollars  for  a  few  years  until  they  are  seventy, 
and  then  being  compelled  to  drop  down  to  forty  dollars, 
it  would  have  been  harder  than  to  have  started  at  forty 
dollars,  and  continued  at  that  figure. 

Regarding  Bill  No.  2:   I  might  say  that  the 
Government  has  not  anointed  the  eyes  of  the  blind  with 
oil,  but  they  have  placed  forty  dollars  in  the  hands  of 
each  blind  person  per  month  which  will  help  them  out 
considerably. 

Before  coming  to  the  House,  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  the  Liberals  were  slightly  disloyal; 
that  the  C.C.F'ers  were  opportunists,  and  the  Communists 
would  ruin  the  country, 

MISS  KacPHAIL:  And  the  Conservatives  will 
have  done  all  that,  in  time. 

LR.  G.  G.  JOHNSTON  (Simcoe  Centre):  Wow,  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  every  member  of  the 
Opposition  is  just  as  loyal  to  this  country  as  I  am. 
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I  think  all  the  lion,  members  have  just  as  much  right 
to  their  opinions  as  I  have,  and  I  think  each  one  is 
trying  to  do  for  his  riding  the  very  best  he  can.   At 
least  that  is  the  impression  I  have  gained  being  here. 

In  1S67  —  just  eighty-four  years  ago  -- 
Canada  had  about  three  and  one-half  million  population. 
To-day  she  has  about  thirteen  and  one-half  million; 
she  is  the  third  largest  trading  nation  in  the  world. 
Lay  we  all  be  true  to  Ontario,  to  Canada,  and  to  the 
British  Empire. 

Mr«  Speaker,  I  second  the  motion  in  reply 
to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 

SOME  hon.  tGMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 
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ME.  E.  B.  JOLLIFFE  (Leader  of  the  Opposition): 
Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  all  listened  with  great  interest  to 
the  speeches  just  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  otormont 
(Mr.  .xDonald)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe  Centre 
(Mr.  Johnston).   I  may  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  have  a 
warm  regard  for  the  hon.  member  for  otormont,  on  several 
grounds.   One  reason  why  I  have  always  taken  a  friendly 
interest  in  him  is  that  I,  like  many  others  in  this 
House,  happen  to  be  very  much  interested  in  the  possi- 
bility, --  and  I  trust,  the  certainty  --  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  development  becoming  a  fact. 

The  hon.  member  (Mr.  LcDonald)  comes  from  a 
county  which  will  be  very  much  in  the  public  eye  in 
coming  years,  in  my  opinion. 

The  county  of  Stormont,  the  city  of  Cornwall 
--  I  believe  it  is  a  city  now  --  and  the  towns  along  the 
river  will  certainly  see  a  change  in  their  way  of  life, 
and  I  think  they  will  be  able/to  make  a  very  great  con- 
tribution to  the  future  of  this  country,  as  the  result 
of  the  construction  of  the  seaway  and  the  hydro  develop- 
ment connected  therewith. 

The  second  reason  I  have  always  been  interested 
in  the  hon.  member  for  Stormont  (Mr«  ixDonald)  is  that  he 
is  a  farmer  — 

MR.  T.  L.  KENNEDY  (Minister  of  Agriculture)  :  Like 
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yourself. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  No,  not  like  myself.  He  is  so 
much  of  a  farmer  that  he  is  able  to  dismay  me  with 
advice  like  he  gave  a  little  while  ago,  about  thinking 
more  and  talking  less,  and,  as   one     of  the  people 
who  do  not  talk  less  in  this  House,  certainly  not  less 
than  the  hon.  member  for  Stormont  (Mr.  McDonald)  his 
advice  staggered  me  a  bit,  B»ut  I  do  hope  it  will  be 
taken  seriously  by     hon.  members  and  others,  during 
the  next  election  campaign,  because  that  is  the  period 
when  talking  asserts  supremacy  over  thinking,  even  in 
the  ranks  of  the  honourable  gentlemen  opposite.   That 
is  the  time  when  the  hon.  members  who  are  silent  here 
suddenly  become  very  garrulous  on  the  hustings. 

The  third  reason  why  I  have  a  personal 
interest  in  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  McDonald)  is  that  my 
mother  happened  to  be  born  in  the  little  village  of 
Aultsville,  andwent/6o  school  in  Cornwall,  Therefore,  I 
have  had  high  hopes  that  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  iicDonald) 
would  give  great  representation  to  that  great  county 
in  this  Assembly. 

Then  the  seconder  of  the  motion,  the  hon. 
member  for  Simcoe  Centre  (Mr.  Johnston)  is  a  gentleman 
who  commands  my  respect,  because  I  think  he  is  one  of 
the  honest  Conservatives  in  this  House. 
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8O1.E.  hon.  KDviBEilS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  I  have  a  f^ood  deal  of  respect 
for  honest,  uncompromising  Conservatives  who  do  not  go 
about  wearing  sheep's  clothing,  as  so  many  Conservatives 
do,  nowadays. 

I  think  the  hon.  member  (fctr.  Johnston)  —  who 
is  also  a  man  of  few  words;  at  least  in  this  House  --  is 
very  definite  and  very  clear  about  where  he  stands.   It 
is  a  Conservative  stand,  and  he  does  not  pretend  other- 
wise.  For  that  I  think  he  deserves  much  credit. 

I  want  now  to  make  reference  to  a  number  of 
matters  which  seem  to  be  of  timely  interest.  Yesterday 
I  said  many  of  the  things  uppermost  in  my  mind,  and 
perhaps  this  morning  I  will  be  a  little  more  conversational. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  there  are  some  things  I  do  want 
to  say. 

At  the  opening  of  this  Session,  we  commenced 
with  an  expression  by  all  concerned  for  the  health  of 
the  King  and  as  the  Prime  Minister  said  yesterday,  I 
do  not  think  there  any  of  us  who  would  wish  Princess 
Elizabeth,  or  any  other  daughter,  to  be  taken  away  from 
her  father  at  a  time  like  this,  and  as  the  Hon.  Premier 
of  this  Province  has  made  clear  --  and  I  believe  the 
Premiers  of  most  other  Provinces  also  --  there  is  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  anybody  in  Canada  that  I  know  of 
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to  insist  on  a  tour  which  would  have  been  welcome,  but 
which  certainly  would  be  a  trial  to  any  woman  at  a  time 
when  her  father  is  so  seriously  ill.   Nevertheless, 
like  others,  we  join  in  the  hope  that  the  tour  of  the 
Princess  and  her  husband  may  be  possible  at  some  future 
time,  whether  it  be  this  year  or  the  next. 

I  also  wish  to  acknowledge  the  businesslike 
manner  in  which  matters  have  been  t ransacted  at  this 
Session.   In  making  that  statement,  I  will  assume  the 
role  of  a  lawyer  for  a  moment,  and  remind  the  House 
that  there  is  really  no  such  animal  as  a  "special 
Session".   There  may  be  from  a  journalistic  point  of 
view,  but,  in  fact  and  in  law,  this  is  a  Session  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Ontario,  in  the  same  sense 
as  any  other  Session. 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  has  been  good  enough 
to  inform  me  regarding  the  first  Session  held  in  this 
House,  and  it  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  first 
Session  of  the  House  was  on  December  27th,  1$67.  Mr, 
Speaker,  how  great  must  ,   have  been  the  devotion  to 
duty  by  the  members  of  that  day,  to  meet  two  days 
after  Christmas,  when  many  of  them  must  have  wondered 
whether  they  were  coming  or  going. 

SOME  hon.  ME&BSRS:  Oh,  oh. 

MR.  JOLLIFFL:  They  actually  met  on  the  27th 
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of  December,  a  date  which  is  not  likely  to  be  chosen 
again  by  this  Government  or  by  any  other  government. 

MR.  DCT.'LING:  It  is  a  good  day  for  an 
election. 

i'jR.  JOLLIFFE:  In  the  two  succeeding  years, 
1$6$  and  IS69,  the  House  again  met  in  the  autumn  -- 
I  think  in  November,  and  adjourned  over  Christmas  to 
meet  again  in  the  New  Year.   Of  course,  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  legislation  to  be  dealt  with  at  that  time. 
It  was  immediately  after  Confederation,  and  they  had  a 
lot  of  work  to  do,  but  it  is  interesting  to  notice  that 
even  at  that  time  it  did  not  seem  possible  to  transact 
all  the  business  necessary  at  the  short  Session  in  the 
New  Year.  The  practice  of  having  a  short  session  in 
the  early  months  of  the  year  grew  up  later.   It  was  not 
the  practice  during  the  first  three  or  four  years  after 
Confederation. 

As  this  is  a  Session  in  t he  strict  sense  of 
the  word,  and  there  is  some  time  available  to  us,  I 
think  it  is  altogether  proper  that  we  should  set  aside 
some  time  this  morning  for  expressions  of  opinion  about 
matters  other  than  the  matter  of  pensions  which,  of 
course,  is  the  raison  d'etre  of  the  Session  in  the  first 
place. 
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Many  things  about  this  cession  interest  me. 
I  cannot  mention  them  all,   I  will  mention  one.  ICe  have 
with  us  in  the  House,  sitting  at  my  left,  the  honourable 
lady  from  York  East  (hiss  MacPhail),  and  I  think  it  is 
interesting  to  take  note  of  the  fact  that  nor  part  in 
pension  legislation  has  extended  over  so  many  years. 
Indeed,  I  quoted  to  the  House  some  remarks  by  the 
Rt.-Hon.  Mr.  Leighen  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  April, 
1926,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  those  remarks  by  Mr. 
Meighen,  the  next  remarks  were  made  by  the  honourable 
lady  for  East  York  (Miss  MacPhail).   She  was  there,  and 
was  tanglinfc  with  kr,  Meighen,  even  at  that  moment, 

I  did  not  mention  that  yesterday,  but  it  is 
interesting  to  reflect  that  a  member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  participated  in  the  passing  of  that  legis- 
lation in  1926,  should  be  one  of  those  who  voted  yesterday 
on  second  reading  of  Bill  Number  1  in  this  House. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR,  JOLLIFFE:  I  think  it  is  rather  unusual, 
because  as  the  Hon.  Premier  of  Nova  Scotia     said 
here  the  other  day,  most  of  the  men  who  were  in  public 

life  at  that  time  are  no  longer  in  public  life;  or  they 

•]ieeb 
have /pensioned  off  in  some  other  sphere.   Therefore, 

I  think  we  should  pay  some  tribute  to  the  --  I  will 

not  say  "hardihood"  --  but  to  the  staying  powers  of  the 
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hon.  member,  who  is  still  on  the  job  and  still  voting 
for  pensions,  twenty-five  years  after  1926. 

liISS  MacPh'AlL:  I  am  going  to  need  all  of  it, 
I'uR.  JGLLIFFE :  There  are  not  too  many  hon. 
members  of  this  House  who  will  be  here  or  any  place 
else  in  a  position  to  vote  for  pensions  or  anything 
else,  twenty-five  years  from  now. 

kfl.  S&LSBERG:  Are  you  sure  of  that? 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  I  am  sure  of  it.   It  is  not 
a  cheerful  thought,  but  I  am  sure  of  it.   Because, 
while  this  may  be  a  young  man's  world,  according  to 
the  hon.  member  for  btormont  (Mr.  McDonald),  it  is 
not  a  young  man's  world  as  far  as  the  Cabinet  is 
concerned,  or  even  the  "back  benches"  in  this  House 
or  any  other  House.   It  is,  perhaps,  too  much  of  an 
older  man's  world. 

I  notice  that  the  Conservative  Party  is 
making  an  attempt  to  break  that  tradition, and 
attempting  to  recruit  professional  hockey  players 
as  candidates.   I  have  no  objection  to  that,   I  think 
professional  hockey  players  in  many  cases  would 
probably  be  better  legislators    than  many  others 
who  have  been  tried  out  in  recent  years.   But  I  do 
not  think  this  should  be  taken  too  far,  this  inter- 
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changeability  of  functions  in  public  life  should  not  be 
taken  too  far,  and  while  I  think  a  hockey  player  would 
do  as  good  a  job,  or  better,  than  some  of  those  on  the 
Treasury  benches,  I  would  hate  to  see  the  Maple  leafs 
with  their  line  of  defence  manned  by  the  Ministers  of 
this  Government. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS':  Hear,  hear. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Oh,  oh. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Now,  the  hon.  member  for 
Stormont  (Mr.  McDonald)  reminded  us  that  we  cannot 
legislate  greed  out  of  existence.   That  is  something 
like  the  famous  remark  by  a  Justice  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  whom  the  Hon.  Attorney-General  (Mr. 
Porter)  has  told  us  said,  "Fraud  is  immortal",   ^uite 
true.   But,  of  course,  what  some  of  us  are  interested 
in  doing  is  to  legislate  against  fraud  and  against 
greed,  rather  than  in  favour  of  greed,  but  unfortunately 
in  too  many  Legislatures,  and  in  too  many  countries, 
there  has  often  been  a  tendency  to  legislate  in  favour 
of  greed.  Me  have  noticed  in  this  country  in  the  last 
six  years  spectacular  demonstrations  of  rampant  greed, 
"e  have  gone  through  a  period  of  inflation  and  rising 
prices  in  which  the  profiteering  element  of  this  country 
have  made  the  biggest  profits  in  the  history  of  Canada, 
and  during  that  same  period,  their  taxes  have  not  been 
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increased,  but  have  usually  been  decreased.   That  is 
not  exactly  legislating  against  greed;  it  is  legis- 
lating in  its  favour. 

I  must  say  at  this  point  that  I  think  the 
Government  of  Ontario  is  not  primarily  responsible  for 
a  developing  economic  crisis  in  Canada  and  in  Ontario, 
which  must  be  the  concern  of  Governments  at  every 
level.   A'a  we  all  know,  the  Government  of  Canada  has 
chosen  to  impose  credit  restrictions  and  other  forms 
of  control,  other  than  price  control,  which  are  having 
some  peculiar  and  disturbing  results.   One  noteworthy 
result  is  an  increase  in  unemployment.  Many  hon. 
members  here  are  aware  of  an  increase  in  unemployment, 
as  they  have  seen  it  in  their  own  ridings,  but  what 
is  perhaps  even  more  significant  than  the  lay-offs, 
is  the  part-time  work  which  is  becoming  the  order  of 
the  day  in  so  many  industrial  cities  and  towns  in 
Ontario. 

It  cannot  be  more  significant,  because  many 
thousands  of  men  and  women  are  involved,  and  as  a  rule 
the  short- time  work  does  not  show  up  in  the  unemployment 
figure.   It  is  practically  impossible  to  obtain  official 
figures  as  to  the  number  of  people  on  short-time. 

The  sort  of  thing  which  happens  is  this:  we 
have  a  short  period  or  a  long  period  or  an  indefinite 
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period,  and  an  industrial  plant  which  has  lost  its 
markets  by  reason  of  Mr,  Abbott's  restrictions,  lays 
off  a  number  of  men,  and  also  goes  on  short-time. 
That  is,  instead  of  operating  five  days  a  week,  it 
chooses  to  operate  four  days  a  week  or  three  days  a 
week,  and  the  men  concerned  suffer  a  sharp  reduction 
in  income,  and  so  do  the  people  with  whom  they  are 
doing  business,  but  that  does  not  show  up  in  the  list 
of  those  officially  unemployed.   That  situation  is 
becoming  very  serious,  and  I  regret  to  say  that  the 
Hon.  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Abbott)  is  still  like 
Mr.  Keighen  "Unrevised  and  Unrepentant".  He  said  on 
the  radio  the  night  before  last  that  price  control  was 
not  the  answer  to  inflation,  that  the  only  answer  is 
more  production.   I,  myself,  hold  very  strong  views 
about  more  production  and  high  productivity.   I  do 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Storr.iont  (Mr. 
McDonald)  that  we  have  had  too  much  production.  We 
never  had  it  in  the  history  of  Canada;  we  never  pro- 
duced enough  food  to  provide  the  people  of  the  world 
with  enough  to  eat;  we  never  produced  enough  of  anything 
to  provide  the  oeople  of  the  world  with  the  necessities 

of  life.   But  I  do  agree  that  there  was  a  break-down  in 
distribution 

/at  one  period  which  made  it  appear  there  was  over- 
production. 
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Of  course  we  need  more  production  and  a 
higher  level  of  productivity,  but  we  will  not  get  it 
by  making  people  idle.  You  do  not  get  more  production 
that  way.   But,  as  I  pointed  out  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  the  way  to  get  more  production  and  more 
productivity  is  to  institute  sound  policies  on  the 
part  of  government  and  industry.   It  depends  far  more 
on  a  sound  policy  for  the  encouragement  of  production, 
than  it  does  in  making  scolding  speeches  to  factory 
workers  or  to  farmers,  and  telling  them  they  ought 
to  be  doing  a  better  job.   That  is  much  less  effective 
—  in  fact,  it  is  completely  ineffective  --  than  a 
sound  policy  which  will  encourage  people  to  do  their 
best.  What  we  are  doing  to-day  on  every  hand  is  not 
encouraging  to  the  workers  nor  to  the  farmers  to 
produce  more.  We  seem  to  be  doing  all  we  can  to 
discourage  them.  We  are  doing  it  to  the  workers  by 
placing  them  on  short-time;  we  are  doing  it  to  the 
farmers  by  telling  them  because  there  is  a  bumper 
crop  they  must  take  less  money;  if  they  have  an 
exceptionally  good  crop,  they  are  told  they  must 
accept  a  real  trimming.  We  still  hear  that  kind  of 
talk,  and  that  is  no  way  to  encourage  people  to 
produce  more,  if  that  is  the  need,  and  I  agree  with 
those  who  suggest  it  is  the  real  need. 
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Another  thing  I  would  like  to  mention  -- 
and  here  I  think  the  Province  has  a  larger  share  of 
responsibility, -and  that  is,  the  unfortunate  result  of 
the  break-down-  in  the  housing  program,  if  it  can  be 
called  "a  program".   Every  hon.  member  of  this  House 
knows  that  while  there  may  have  been  more  houses  com- 
pleted in  the  early  part  of  this  year  yet  in  the  other 
months  of  1951,  fewer  houses  are  being  started.   That 
is  a  fact,  admitted  officially  or  otherwise,  and  I 
think  we  can  only  anticipate  that  the  housing  shortage 
next  year  and  the  year  after  is  going  to  be  more 
critical  than  ever  before. 

We  had  an  announcement  with  great  fanfare  in 
June,  I  believe,  of  a  new  plan  for  participation  in 
housing  contracts  by  the  Dominion,  the  Province  and  the 
municipalities.   It  is  sometimes  called  "the  Frosty- 
Winters  plan",  and  it  appears  to  be  resembling  its  name 
in  some  ways.   That  plan  announced  in  June  involved 
lengthy  negotiations,  mainly  between  the  Provinces  and 
the  municipalities.  We  have  not  had  too  much  informa- 
tion as  to  the  progress  of  the  negotiations.   I  do  not 

1"  Vl  P  /T*  P   p"pp 

doubt    /negotiations,  but  I  do  doubt  that  houses  are 
being  started.  I  think  it  might  be  well  for  the  Hon. 
Prime  Minister  to  make  clear,  when  he  speaks  later,  how 
many  houses  have  been  started  under  the  "Frosty-Winters 
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plan";  how  many  cellars  have  been  excavated,  or  if 
there  are  to  be  no  cellars,  how  many  floors  have  been 
laid. 

I  made  a  prediction  some  time  ago  when  there 
was  some  reference  to  five  thousand  houses  under  that 
plan.   Even  that  mumber,  of  course,  would  be  inadequate. 
But  I  said  that  by  the  following  June  I  did  not  think 
vie  should  have  five  hundred,  and  there  are  some  private 
builders  who  have  done  almost  that  well  on  their  own. 

Surely  the  Government  of  Ontario,  now  that 
it  is  on  friendly  terms  with  the  Government  of  Canada, 
and  now  that  it  is  at  long  last  cultivating  relations 
with  the  municipalities,  is  in  a  position  to  give 
better  leadership  than  we  have  yet  seen  in  this  field, 
Purely  the  Government  can  be  persuaded  to  take  a  more 
sympathetic  interest  in  that  matter. 

The  Hon.  Minister  of  Highways  and  Public 
T..:orks  (Mr.  Doucett)  is  not  in  the  House,  but  he  has 
knowledge  of  a  situation  in  New  Toronto.   I  will 
give  that  as  an  example  of  the  indifference  of  the 
Government  toward  the  housing  need. 

Out  in  New  Toronto  we  have  an  area  --  I 
do  not  know  the  exact  acreage,  but  an  area  immediately 
adjacent  to  the  Provincial  Hospital,  which  area  is 
being  used  for  grazing  purposes. 


B-22 


Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  land  in  Ontario,  in 
Bruce  County,  Wellington  County,  and  many  other 
counties,  which  is  very  suitable  for  grazing  purposes, 
but  I  do  not  think  that  land  on  the  Lakeshore,  within 
a  few  hundred  yards  of  some  of  the  greatest  industrial 
plants  in  this  Province,  is  entirely  suitable  for 
grazing  purposes.   But  that  is  what  the  Hon.  Minister 
of  Highways  and  Public  Works  (Mr.  Doucett)  thinks, 
and  he  has  refused  to  take  any  steps  which  would  make 
it  possible  for  a  housing  development  to  be  proceeded 
with  on  that  property.  So  we  can  only  gather  that 
the  province  has  some  intention  of  extending  the 
hospital  onto  that  land,  although  a  former  Conservative 
Minister  of  Health,  who  represented  West  York  in  this 
House  --  the  late  Doctor  Godfrey  —  gave  an  ironclad 
commitment  that  the  hospital  would  not  be  extended 
onto  that  property. 

I  cite  that  case,  which  is  one  that  all  of 
the  people  on  the  Lakeshore  are  interested  in,  as  an 
example  of  ministerial  indifference  toward  the  need 
for  housing,  particularly  in  an  industrial  suburban 
area.  I  think  the  House  is  entitled  to  a  statement 
on  a  point  of  that  kind,  although  I  expect  it  will 
be  evaded,  as  usual. 

And,  closely  related  to  that  problem  is  the 
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one  of  rent  control.   I  think  the  Government  and  the 
House  may  have  been  wise  in  Larch  or  April  to  have 
applied  for  a  Committee  of  this  House  to  advise  on 
rent  control  matters.   As  far  as  this  group  is  concerned, 
the  two  hon.  members  of  this  group  who  served  on  that 
Committee  were  anxious  to  contribute  their  best  judgment 
to  the  work  of  the  Committee. 

(Take  "C"  follows) 
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It  does  not  follow  that  the  government  will 
he  permitted  to  use  the  membership  of  representatives 
of  other  parties  on  that  Committee  to  justify  policies 
which  were  never  approved  by  the  Committee.  May  I 
point  out  that  that  Committee  has  not  met  since  July. 
When  it  adjourned,  the  understanding  was  that  it  would 
meet  again.   It  made  certain  recommendations.  Some  of 
the  recommendations  later  appeared  in  the  new  regulations 
adopted  by  Qrder-in-Gouncil.   But  as  there  seems  to  be 
some  misunderstanding  about  this,  may  I  make  it  as 
clear  as  possible  that  the  rental  regulations  adopted 
by  the  government,  I  think  in  August,  did  not  conform 
to  all  the  recommendations  of  the  Rent  Control  Committee 
Let  that  be  perfectly  clear. 

MR.  FROST:  I  don't  think  that  is  correct. 

MR.  JOLLIFFS:   That  is  correct. 

MR.  FROST:   In  what  respect? 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Well,  I  will  give  two  examples. 
There  is  the  question  of  the  date  in  regard  to  notice, 
to  avoid  the  possibility  or  the  probability  of  evictions 
in  the  wintertime  The  Committee  was  very  definite.   I 
was  not  a  member  of  the  Committee;   I  am  making  this 
statement  on  the  basis  of  the  experience  of  our  two 
members  on  that  Committee.   The  Committee  was  definite 
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that  the  six  months'  notice  for  the  family  of  an  owner 
to  give  a  tenant  should  not  commence  before  October  1st, 
so  that  evictions  would  not  be  possible  during  the 
winter  months  and  the  earliest  date  on  which,  in  a  case 
such  as  that,  the  tenant  would  have  to  vacate  would 
be  the  1st  of  April.   Instead  of  accepting  the  Committee's 
recommendation  in  that  regard,  the  government  set  the 
date  at  the  20th  day  of  AUgUSt. 

HON. LOUIS  P.  CECILS  (Prescott ) :   Mp.  Speaker, 

MR.  JOLLTJFE:      The   hon.  member  can  speak 
later  on  if  he  likes. 

MR.  CECILE:   I  would  just  like  to  point  out 
at  this  time  that  the  recommendation  was  for  the  first 
day  of  September.   If  the  hon.  member  does  not  believe 
me  he  can  consult  the  secretary. 

MR.  JOLLIEEE:   The  Minister  can  fight  that 
out  with  other  members  of  the  Committee.   Indeed,  if 
he  is  sincere  about  it,  he  had  better  have  a  meeting 
of  the  Committee  and  get  the  thing  started.   My  in- 
formation from  members  of  the  Committee  is  that  the 
Committee  recommended  October  1st  and  that  the  govern- 
ment set  the  date  at  August.  » 
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MR.  FROST:  I  would  point  out  to  my  hon.  friend 
that  we  took  the  recommendations  of  the  Committee,  we 
considered  them  in  Council,  we  had  the  regulations 
drafted,  and,  to  make  sure  that  they  should  coincide 
with  the  Committee's  recommendations,  we  referred  all 
regulations  back  to  the  Committee  so  that  they  might  be 
passed  on  by  the  Committee  before  they  were  enacted. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   I  am  not  questioning  the  right 
of  the  government  to  determine  what  the  regulations 
should  be.   I  am  not  saying  that  the  government  v/as 
bound  by  the  recommendations  of  the  Committee.  But  I 
am  saying,  according  to  the  information  given  to  me 
by  members  of  the  Committee  the  regulations    do  not 
conform  in  all  respects  with  the  recommendations  or 
intentions  of  the  Committee.   If  there  is  any  doubt 
about  that,  let  the  Committee  meet.   And  may  I  ask 
why  the  Committee  has  not  met? 

MR.  FROST:   The  regulations  followed  the 
very  wording  of  the  recommendations  which  were  adopted. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   That  is  not  what  members  of 
the  Committee  tell  me.   If  that  were  so,  I  would  think 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  about  having  a  meeting  of 
the  Committee,  —  which  has  been  indefinitely  postponed. 
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MR.  FROST:  Why  do  you  want  to  have  an  other- 
meeting  of  the  Committee?  Do  you  want  them  to  change 
their  minds? 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   It  is  not  a  question  of  "chang- 
ing their  minds".   The  Committee  adjourned,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  on  the  understanding  that  there  would  be 
another  meeting  in  the  near  future;  and  if  there  is 
any  unfinished  business  -- 

MR.  CECILE:   It  is' the  first  time  I  ever 
heard  about  that. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   All  right.   Let  me  read  my 
letter  to  the  Minister  himself,  and  see  if  it  is  the 
first  time. 

MR.  CECILE:   About  the  date,  I  mean. 

MR.  FROST:  I  nay  say  to  my  hon.  friend 
that  we  took  pains  to  refer  the  actual  regulations  back 
to  the  Committee,  and  there  was  nothing  in  the  regu- 
lations which  did  not  have  the  approval  of  the  Committee 
It  was  not  a  directive  from  the  Committee,  but  actually 
the  regulations  were  referred  back  to  the  Committee  so 
that  there  should  be  no  misunderstanding  as  between  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  and  what  was  actually 
enacted.  I  can  tell  my  hon.  friend  I  know  that  was  the 
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case  because  I  myself  asked  that  that  should  he  done. 
So  often  I  have  seen  an  Idea  expressed  by  some  depart- 
ment or  some  person  in  relation  to  legislation  and  the 
direction  has  been  misunderstood  by  the  officers 
responsible  for  drafting  it. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   Oh,  quite. 

MR.  FROST:  In  this  case  we  took  care  to  see 
that  that  did  not  happen,  by  referring  back  the 
recommendations  themselves,  and  nothing  was  passed  until 
the  regulations  were  approved. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  That  is  all  very  well;  but 
when  the  Minister  says  that  the  regulations  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  let  us  see  what  is  meant  by 
"regulations".   I  think  I  can  get  that  cleared  up.  Let 
me  quote  from  my  letter  to  the  Minister  of  August  17, 
1951: 

"    I  have  been  examining  the  new  regulations 
made  under  The  Leaseholds  Regulations  Act,  1951, 
and  am  somewhat  surprised  at  the  form  in  which 
they  have  been  presented.   One  of  the  difficulties 
for  the  ordinary  tenant  or  landlord  in  following 
and  understanding  the  rental  control  regulations 
under  Ottawa's  administration  was  the  existence 
of  a  multiplicity  of  separate  orders  which  had 
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to  be  read  together  before  their  full  effect 
could  be  understood. 

I  had  hoped  that  one  of  the  first  acts  of 
your  administration,  as  soon  as  the  government 
had  determined  the  policy  it  intended  to  follow, 
would  be  to  issue  a  new  order  in  which  all  the 
regulations  regarding  rental  control  xvould  be 
consolidated.  Instead,  I  find  that  the  new 
regulations  consist  of  some  seventeen  disso- 
ciated sections,  amending,  re-enacting  or 
revoking  in  piecemeal  form  various  sections  of 
three  Wartime  Prices  and  Trade  Board  orders  and 
one  previous  provincial  regulation. 

Of  what  value,  for  example,  is  it  to  the 
ordinary  person  without  ready  access  to  a  legal 
library  to  inform  hin,  as  your  regulations  do, 
that  ''Clause  k  of  subsection  1  of  section  2  of 
Order  800  of  the  Wartime  Prices  and  Trade  Board 
is  revoked"? 

MR.  FROST:   I  know  my  hon.  friend  will  agree 
with  this;  what  he  is  raising  now  is  quite  different 
from  the  point  he  first  raised. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   I  did  not  raise  it.   The 
Prime  Minister  raised  it. 
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MR.  FROST:   May  I  say  to  my  hon.  friend  that, 
in  connection  with  the  consolidation  of  regulations  and 
the  simplifying  of  them,  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  in  entire  agreement  with  him.   I  think  that  is 
reasonable.  I  think  that  is  what  we  all  want  to  do. 
But  remember  that  this  matter  was  referred  to  a  Committee, 
and  the  Committee  in  their  wisdowm  did  not  raise  that 
point,  and,  I  think,  for  the  very  good  reason  — 

MR.  EAMOR  PARK  (Dovercourt ) :   That  is  not  true. 

MR.  FROST:   —  for  the  very  good  reason  that 
probably  there  will  be  other  changes  and  a  consolidation 
of  all  of  this  multitude  of  Orders  taken  over  from  the 
Wartime  Prices  and  Trade  Board,  and  these,  including 
our  changes,  can  be  then  revised  and  brought  into  a 
very  compact  and  simple  form.   It  is  not  necessary  to 
convince  us  on  that  point.   It  is  only  a  question  of 
the  appropriate  time  for  doing  it  and  arriving  at  that 
consolidation. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   But  there  is  a  little  more  to 
it  than  that.   As  I  went  on  to  say; 

"    The  new  regulations  are  completely  mean- 
ingless unless  one  has  readily  available  copies 
of  the  W.P.T.B.  orders  to  which  they  refer.  Yet 
I  understand  that  these  orders  have  been  allowed 
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to  go  out  of  print  and  are  not  generally  avail- 
able from  any  official  source,  though  they  are 
to  be  had  at  a  price  from  unofficial  sources, 
in  a  form  which  may  or  may  not  be  accurate. 

I  understand  that  one  of  the  purposes  of 
the  new  regulations  is  to  encourage  the  signing 
of  two-year  leases  on  terms  to  be  mutually  agreed 
to  between  landlord  and  tenant.   If  such  leases 
are  to  be  fairly  negotiated  it  is  imperative 
that  tenants  should  have  a  full  understanding 
of  the  regulations  and  of  the  protection  to 
which  they  are  entitled,  whether  they  sign  a 
new  lease  or  not.   This  will  be  possible  only 
if  the  existing  multiplicity  of  regulations  are 
consolidated  into  one  order  which  can  be  readily 
obtained  and  easily  followed.   I  would  urge 
you  to  take  steps  to  that  end  without  further 
delay." 

Then  the  Minister  without  delay,  on  August 
23rd,  wrote  me  a  very  courteous  letter.   I  do  not  wish 
to  be  unreasonable  about  this,   I  wish  to  show  that  we 
have  not  got  to  the  point  of  it  yet,  notwithstanding 
the  reasonable  attitude  of  --  perhaps  --  all  parties. 
He  said: 
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"Dear  Mr.  Jolliffe: 

I  wish  to  thank  you  very  much  for  your 
letter  of  August  17th.   I  have  noted  contents 
and  appreciate  your  remarks.  I  may  assure  you 
that  I  am  in  agreement  with  your  letter  to  a 
certain  extent.  However ,  you  will  appreciate 
that  this  matter  is  far  from  being  finalized 
as  yet  and  it  is  my  hope  that  within  the  very 
near  future  the  Committee  will  again  re-convene 
and  consider  other  proposals  which  are  still 
pending.   I  had  hoped  that  no  definite  conso- 
lidation would  be  made  until  we  were  definitely 
satisfied  that  we  had  everything  in  order  and 
as  complete  as  possible,  so  as  to  avoid  the 
repetition  of  amendments,  and  amendments  to 
amendments ,  as  we  found  in  the  Federal 
regulations. 

The  different  offices  of  the  Administration 
have  been  advised  to  deal  with  all  questions 
referred  to  them  and  advise  the  people  freely 
as  to  their  rights  according  to  the  new  re- 
gulations.  I  sincerely  hope  that  by  the  end 
of  the  year  we  will  be  able  to  tell  the  legal 
staff  to  go  ahead  with  such  consolidation, 

which  I  hope  will  be  available  in  comprehensive 
form." 
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I  want  to  be  reasonable  about  this  matter, 
but  also  I  want  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Minister  to 
understand  that  serious  questions  do  arise.   In  the 
first  place,  there  has  to  be  some  finality  about  this 
thing  at  some  point  along  the  line.   The  tenants  and 
the  landlords  are  being  affected  by  it.   The  members 
of  this  House  are  being  flooded  with  enquiries  about 
the  meaning  of  the  regulations  and  what  their  rights 
are.   So  are  members  of  the  legal  profession,  and  they 
find  it  very  difficult  to  say  what  the  meaning  is.  That 
will  continue  until  such  time  as  the  regulations  are 
properly  consolidated.  If  the  delay  is  in  consolidation  • 
because  there  are  further  regulations  to  be  considered, 
then  will  the  Minister  tell  us,  in  view  of  his  intention 
on  August  23rd  to  call  the  Committee  together  again, 
if  the  fact  that  he  has  not  done  so  is  the  reason  for 
the  delay,  and  why  has  the  Committee  not  met  since 
August  23?  If  the  Minister  feels  that  the  government's 
regulations  are  in  complete  conformity  with  the  intentions 
of  the  Committee ,  I  suggest  that  he  discuss  it  with  the 
Committee.  I  am  assured  by  members  of  the  Committee 
that  they  repeatedly  raised  the  importance  of  having 
a  consolidation  which  would  be  available  to  the  legal 
profession  and  to  landlords  and  tenants.   I  must  say  I 
think  the  employees  of  the  Board  are  being  placed  in  a 
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very  difficult  position.   They  are  getting  so  many 
enquiries  about  the  rights  of  landlords  and  tenants 
that  it  must  be  most  difficult  for  them  to  advise 
people.   I  understand  that  the  day  before  yesterday  one 
office  had  1485  enquiries  by  telephone.   That  is  a 
terrific  burden  of  work  for  people  who  have  not  even  got 
a  final  consolidation. 

HON.  DANA  PORTER  (St. George):  Was  it  a  law 
firm  that  had  these  enquiries? 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   No,  one  office  of  the  R'ntals 
Board.  As  for  the  lawyers,  I  do  not  see  how  lawyers, 
or  most  of  them,  could  give  advice  that  is  worth  anything 
with  the  regulations,  in  the  condition  they  are  now  in. 

MR.  PORTER:   Surely  my  friend  is  not  serious 
about  that.   The  legal  profession  have  had  these  rental 
regulations  before  them  for  years,  and  they  have  been 
advising  clients  every  year.   Quite  a  few  amendments 
have  heen  made.   Surely  the  hon.  member  is  not  suggest- 
ing that  it  is  impossible  for  a  lawyer  to  advise  his 
clients.   Some  of  the  law  book  companies  get  out 
consolidated  editions,  -  - 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   Which  may  or  may  not  be 
accurate. 

MR.  PORTER:   Yes.   Well,  — 
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MR.  JOLLIFFE:  And  the  Minister  knows  the 
significance  of  my  remarks. 

MR.  PORTER:   After  all,  if  we  have  a  further 
amendment  it  would  mean  that  we  would  have  to  have 
another  consultation  in  a  few  weeks'  time.   It  is  not 
advancing  the  matter  at  all. 

MR.  FROST:   I  do  not  minimize  the  importance 
of  what  my  hon.  friend  is  saying,  but  I  think  perhaps 
he  is  over-emphasizing  it.  Remember,  although  the  last 
revision  of  the  Statutes,  when  we  started  to  sit  here, 
was  in  1937,  these  Statutes  were  amended  until  finally 
the  revised  Statutes  came  in  in  1950.  With  all  the  mass 
of  Statutes  in  this  province  it  has  been  necessary  for 
anybody  consulting  the  Statutes  not  only  to  look  at  the 
original  Statute  but  a  dozen  or  more  years  of  amendments 
So  I  can  only  say  to  him  that  the  problem  that  he  raises 
is  not  a  new  one,  and  I  think  he  over-emphasizes  it  a 
little  bit. 

MR.  PORTER:   Just  a  little  bit!   The  govern- 
ment did  adopt  the  recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
and  the  very  wording  of  the  recommendations,  and  the 
Committee  saw  and  approved  the  regulations. 

MR.  PARK  (Dover court) :  I  think  that  my  hon. 
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friends  will  agree  with  me;  I  do  not  think  the  Attorney 
General  was  present  at  the  session  on  the  last  after- 
noon we  met.   The  Committee  prepared  a  long  list  of 
points,  about  a  dozen  in  all,  that  had  not  yet  been 
covered  in  our  discussions,  and  when  we  left  that  meeting 
thai  lay  it  was  my  understanding  of  the  situation  that 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  was  going  to  call  the 
Committee  in  a  very  short  time  to  take  up  the  agenda 
on  the  very  points  we  laid  down.   Since  that  date,  there 
has  been  no  meeting  of  the  Committee  called,  and  I  think 
it  is  a  matter  of  serious  complaint  that  there  has  not 
been  another  meeting,  to  deal  with  the  points  that 
were  to  be  dealt  with. 

MR.  PORTER:   That  ■  is  an  entirely  different 
matter  from  that  which  was  referred  to  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition.  He  said,  "You  have  made  some  change  in 
recommendations" .   .   Some  of  these  specific  recommen- 
dations were  adopted  exactly  in  the  very  wording  of  the 
revised  regulations  laid  before  the  Committee,  and  I 
am  sure  the  hon.  member  recalls  it. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Well,  we  still  have  not  been 
told  why  the  Committee  has  not  met. 

MR.  PORTER:   But  the  hon.  member  has  made  a 
statement  which  is  not  correct. 
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MR.  JOLLIFFE:  I  will  certainly  look  into 
that,  and  if  he  is  right  I  will  tell  him  so. 

MR.  PORTER:   It  certainly  is  so. 

MR.  FROST:  Would  the  hon.  member  for  Dover- 
court  (Mr.  Park)  stay  there  and  agree  to  a  regulation 
being  passed  if  he  was  not  in  agreement  with  it?  I  have 
never  found  that  the  member  for  Dovercourt  would  do 
that.   I  cannot  imagine  him  doing  it. 

MR.  PORTER:  We  discussed  with  great  care  the 
actual  wording  of  these  regulations. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  I  think  the  Attorney  General 
is  going  "too  far  out  on  a  limb"  in  this. 

MR.  PORTER:   You  are  the  one  who  is  just 
cutting  the  limb. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  However,  I  will  have  a  little 
more  to  say  about  the  Attorney  General  a  little  later. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  Why  don't  you  set  up  a  Select 
Committee  to  find  out  which  of  you  is  right? 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   The  difficulty  is  due  to 
shortage  of  manpower  or  something.   You  never  had  the 
Attorney  General  at  the  Committee,  and  I  was  not  on 
the  Committee. 
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MR.  PORTER:  Do  you  think  perhaps  I  should 
not  be  on  the  Committee? 

MR.  JOLLIFSB:  I  have  no  objection. 

MR.  PORTER:   The  hon.  member  should  withdraw 
the  statement  that  we  did  not  adopt  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee.   In  their  actual  form  they  are  in- 
corporated in  the  regulations. 

MR.  JOLLIEFE:    Those  are  not  the  words  I 
used.  My  words  were  that  the  regulations  adopted  by 
the  government  --  and  I  want  to  make  this  clear  --  do 
not  conform  in  all  respects with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee. 

MR.  PORTER:   The  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  were  those  regulations  word  for  word,  because 
they  were  laid  before  the  Committee,  and  if  they 
departed  from  anything  any  member  of  the  Committee  had 
in  mind,  he  was  there  to  say  so  at  the  time. 

MR.  JOLLIFEE:  That  is  not  my  information, 
but  if  it  is  so,  I  will  certainly  be  pleased  to  tell 
the  A.torney  General. 

MR.  PORTER:  Nov;  where  does  the  information 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  come  from? 
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MR.  JOLLIZFS:   It  comes  from  members  of  the 
Committee,  obviously. 

MR.  PORTER:   One  of  them  is  right  here  in  the 
House. 

MR.  JOLLIZFE:  Naturally  I  will  look  into  it. 
I  certainly  am  not  going  to  accept  the  Attorney  General's 
statement  until  I  have  looked,  into  it.   But  I  will  be 
fair  with  the  Attorney  General.   If  he  is  right,  I  will 
certainly  tell  him  so  without  any  hesitation. 

The  next  point  with  which  I  want  to  deal  is 
one  about  which  something  has  already  been  said  at  this 
Session.   It  is  something  about  which  the  Prime  Minister 
should  be  frank  with  the  House.  He  has  said  very  little 
to  the  House  about  it  except  in  a  very  general  way.  He 
is  reported  in  the  press  as  having  been  more  talkative 
about  it  at  a  meeting  in  the  Albany  Club  the  other  night. 
I  refer  to  the  St. Lawrence  Seaway.  I  do  not  know  why 
it  should  not  be  possible  in  a  democracy  to  be  a  little 
more  frank  with  the  people  about  matters  of  this  kind. 
I  cannot  believe  that  nothing  has  been  done  since  July 
24th.   I  think  surely  something  has  been  done.   On  the 
morning  of  the  24th  of  July  the  Joint  Seaway  Project 
died  another  death  in  committee  at  Washington ;  and  the 
government  of  Canada  and  the  government  of  Ontario  have 
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had  more  than  two  months  si'nce  July  24th  to  make  up 
their  minds.   This  is  not  a  matter  that  brooks  indefinite 
delay,  as  the  government  knows,  and  I  think  it  is  about 
time  that  the  responsible  authorities  took  their  decision 
according  to  their  best  judgment  and  informed  the  people 
of  their  decision.  I  realize  there  may  be  times  and 
occasions  when  some  delay  is  necessary,  when  perhaps 
negotiations  are  pending,  but  surely  there  must  be  a 
limit  to  these  things  sooner  or  later. 

It  is  not  as  though  the  question  was  new. 
This  was  under  consideration  for  many  years.   Both  the 
Dominion  and  the  Ontario  Hydro  Electric  Power  Commission 
have  gone  into  it  in  detail  for  many  years.   It  should 
be  possible  by  this  time  to  tell  us  what  the  government 
of  Canada  and  the  government  of  Ontario  propose  to  do 
about  it,  and  when  they  propose  to  do  anything  about  it. 
I  do  not  want  to  take  up  too  much  time,  but  I 
am  going  to  refer  again  in  just  one  or  two  sentences 
to  my  friend,  the  Minister  of  Highways  and  Public 
Works  (Mr.  Doucett).   I  would  say  this  to  him,  that  we 
appreciate  the  difficulties  under  which  the  Department 
of  Highways  functions  at  a  time  when  certain  projects 
are  urgently  necessary  and  when  the  Federal  government 
is  asking  all  other  governments  to  be  careful  about 
capital  expenditure  because  of  the  dangers  of  inflation. 
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At  the  same  time  might  I  point  out  to  the  Minister  that 
some  of  his  supporters,  including  the  morning  newspaper 
in  Toronto,  are  extremely  critical  of  the  methods  by 
which  the  Department  of  Highways  is  carrying  on  new 
construction  and  improvement  work  throughout  the  province. 
It  is  being  done  in  bits  and  pieces,  and  everyone  who 
drives  on  the  highways  of  Ontario  knows  how  many  small 
jobs  are  under  way  and  how  frequently  it  is  necessary 
to  make  a  detour  while  a  mile  or  two  miles  of  road  are 
being  patched  up  or  re-conditioned,  and  how  often  these 
bits  and  pieces  of  highway  improvement  seem  to  bear  some 
relation  to  the  political  exigencies  of  the  territory. 
In  other  words,  the  impre  si  on  is  general,  Mr.  Speaker, 
not  only  in  Opposition  ranks  but  also  on  the  editorial 
pages  of  the  morning  newspaper  in  Toronto,  that  highway 
construction  and  improvement  is  proceeding  not  so  much 
according  to  plan  or  according  to  needs  as  recognized 
by  highway  engineers,  but  more  in  accordance  with  the 
political  exigencies  of  which  the  Minister  is  so  much 
aware. 

MR.  FROST:   That  is  a  complete  misunderstanding. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   If  that  is  the  impression,  not 
only  of  this  Opposition  but  also  of  supporters  of  the 
government,  it  cannot  be  completely  unfounded. 
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I  will  give  only  a  sentence  or  two  to  something 
which  is  very  important  to  my  mind  and,  I  know,  to  the 
minds  of  many  others  in  this  House.   Two  years  ago,  a 
committee  of  the  House  produced  a  report  on  conservation 
which,  we  were  told,  was  to  receive  consideration  by  a 
Cabinet  committee.   It  was  a  unanimous  report.   I  am 
aware  of  the  fact  that  a  few  of  the  recommendations  in 
that  report  have  been  implemented,  particularly  in 
relation  to  dr&lnage/but  I  think  all  members  of  the  House 
know  that  very,  very  few  have  been  implemented.   Nor 
have  we  been  told  how  much  consideration  has  been  given 
to  the  other  recommendations  or  what  the  intentions  of 

the  government  are  with  reference  to  such  important 

as 
matters /Lakeshore  erosion,  flood  control,  except  for 

one  or  two  projects,  and  others.   I  want  to  be  reasonable 

about  this.   I  do  not  want  to  make  a  partisan  issue  in 

any  sense  out  of  it.   But  I  do  say  that  the  House  and  the 

province  expect  more  from  tho  government  than  we  have  yet 

heard  in  respect  to  conservation,  particularly  when  the 

committee  of  1949  were  able  to  produce  such  a  report 

in  unanimity. 

The  hon.  member  for  Stormont  (Mr.  McDonald) 

has  said  that  God  has  given  us  the  earth,  the  resources 

thereof,  and  intelligence.  Wall,  it  is  only  too 

obvious  that  we  have  been  given  the  earth  and  its 
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resourfies.   It  is  not  very  clear  that  we  have  been 
given  the  intelligence,  as  my  hon.  friend  mentioned; 
not  so  clear, at  least,  that  we  have  been  given  the 
intelligence  to  make  the  best  use  of  the  earth  and  the 
resources  thereof. 

Now,  the  principal  purpose  of  this  Session, 
as  we  have  been  told,  was  to  consider  pensions  legislation. 
I  am  obliged  to  remind  the  House  that,  as  the  Minister 
is  well  aware,  the  neediest  people  in  our  population 
are  a  group  of  pensioners  at  the  present  time  over  the 
age  of  seventy  who  are  in  receipt  of  no  other  income 
and  therefore  in  receipt  of  the  $40.  pension.   These 
people,  the  neediest  group  of  pensioners,  will  not 
benefit  one  five  cent  piece  from  the  legislation  before 
this  House  or  from  the  Bill  to  be  passed  at  Ottawa  this 
Fall.   Another  needy  group,  of  course,  are  the  incapaci- 
tated, to  whom  the  Minister  referred  yesterday.  We 
welcome  the  announcement  that  it  is  intended  to  make 
provision  for  the  incapacitated  --  as  I  understand  it, 
the  incapacitated  of  any  age.   That  is  how  I  understood 
the  Minist  er ' s  announcement . 

MR.  G00DFELL0W:   From  18  to  65. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Well,  that  would  cover  most 
of  them,  although  the  working  age,  of  course,  frequently 
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begins  at  16  instead  of  18. 

MR.  GOOBFELLQW:   They  are  taken  care  of  under 
the  Mothers'  Allowance. 

MR.  JOLLIiTFE:   But  apart  from  that,  it  is 
long  overdue,  and  we  will  like  it  when  it  comes.   I 
would  think  that  a  government  that  has  accumulated  more 
than  one  hundred  million  dollars  of  surplus  in  the  last 
four  years  could  have  done  something  earlier  about  it. 
Perhaps  that  is  too  much  to  expect. 

Another  very  needy  group  are  those  who  are 
getting  the  Workmen* a  Compensation  pension  based  on 
earnings  in  a  very  different  period.  We  have  discussed 
this  in  the  House  before.   I  have,  for  example,  a  case 
in  a  letter  before  me  in  which  a  gentleman  in  Hamilton 
is  told,  in  a  letter  from  the  Workmen's  Compensation 
Board  dated  April  12th  of  this  year,  "On  obtaining  your 
particulars  I  found  that  you  were  injured  on  May  30th, 
1915.  At  that  time  your  wages  were  fll.00  a  week.  Your 
compensation  therefore  could  only  be  calculated  having 
regard  to  $11.00  a  week." 

(Take  "D"  follows) 
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"  your  wages  at  the  time  of  the  accident. 

Also,  at  that  time,  compensation  was  55  per 
cent  of  wages.   Your  pension  for  permanent 
disability  worked  out  at  $5-00  a  month. 
,!      We  regret  that  the  board  has  no  power 
to  Increase  this  pension  unless,  of  course,  it 
can  be  shown  that  jour  disability  is  greater 
now  than  it  was  in  1915-'' 

The  point  has  previously  been  made  that  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Board  cannot  do  anything  about 
this  and  the  basis  of  compensation  cannot  be  disturbed 
by  requiring  the  Workmen-'s  Compensation  Board  to  increase 
such  payments,  because  of  the  assessment  upon  which 
workmen's  compensation  payments  are  founded. 

If  that  is  so,  it  is  surely  the  responsibility 
of  the  government  to  make  provision  for  those  who  are 
among  the  neediest  victims  of  inflation. 

The  "hedge  against  inflation"  to  which  the 
hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  made  reference,  is  of 
no  value  at  all,  particularly  for  one  like  the  man 
written  to  in  this  letter.   He  has  no  "hedge  against 
inflation"  and,  unless  the  municipality  can  do  something 
for  him,  the  only  place  he  can  look  is  to  the  govern- 
ment of  Ontario.   If  inflation  is  to  continue,  it  is 
only  too  clear  that  the  neediest  people  are  the  ones  who 
will  suffer  the  most.   Farmers  can  perhaps,  through 
their  marketing  organizations,  struggle  to  obtain  more; 
workers,  through  their  unions,  can  battle  to  obtain 
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higher  wages;  business  men  can  have  more  hope  of  in- 
creasing their  takings  as  prices  rise,  but  not  these 
people  on  fixed  incomes,  and  not  where  the  income  is 
determined  by  reference  to  some  period  such  as  1915. 
I  am  surprised  that  the  government,  which  may 

possibly  be  approaching  an  election  one  does  not 

know  could  be  so  indifferent  to  people  who  are 

in  the  Immediate  and  most  helpless  positions.   Even  if 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  were  to  meet  next  month  and 
amend  Bill  No.  395,  The  Old  Age  Assistance  Act,  1951, 
to  make  possible  a  supplemental  or  larger  payment  to 
people  who  are  in  need  between  65  and  69,  the  govern- 
ment across  the  way  could  not  do  anything  about  it 
until  after  our  next  session,  because  they  have  made 
that  impossible  by  refusing  to  amend  Section  2  of  the 
Bill  which  was  passed  yesterday.   That  surprises  me, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Minister 
and  the  hon.  Prime  Minister  have  shown  as  much  interest 
as  they  have  in  welfare  services,  and  this  whole  pro- 
blem, especially  when  I  concede as  I  do  concede 

that  they  are  getting  along  with  other  provincial 
governments  and  with  the  Dominion  government  much  better 
than  in  former  years.   I  am  not  disposed  to  complain 
if  there  is  better  feeling  betwean  this  government  and 
the  government  at  Ottawa.    I  did  complain  when  that 
relation  was  so  acrimonious.   I  think  it  is  a  turn  for 
the  better,  when  a  Conservative  government  can  sit  down 
in  a  more  or  less  friendly  way  and  compromise 
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with  the  government  --  because  these  are  compromises -- 
of  a  different  political  stripe  in  Ottawa.   I  think 
that  is  a  step  forward. 

But,  at  the  same  time,  I  do  not  think  the 
necessity  of  entering  into  these  negotiations  should 
ever  be  used  as  a  screen  for  what  is  second-best  or 
third  best  in  welfare  matters. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  apologize  to  the  House  for 
taking  more  time  than  I  intended.   I  still  have  several 
points  I  want  to  refer  to  hastily.  One  of  them  comes 
under  the  heading  of  "Labour  Relations".  Certainly  the 
area  of  labour  relations  is  under  a  cloud  today  by 
reason  of  lay-offs,  and  the  "short  times",  which  I 
have  already  mentioned.   That  situation  is  going  to 
lead  to  more  industrial  strife  in  the  next  year  or  two 
than  we  have  had  in  the  past  year  or  two.  That  is  my 
opinion.  There  is,  I  regret  to  say,  a  noticeable  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  the  vested  interests  to  attempt 
to  frustrate  the  will  of  this  Legislature,  at  least  by 
delay,  if  not  otherwise.   That  is  to  be  noticed  both 
in  the  field  of  labour  relations,  and  in  the  agricul- 
tural field.  On  the  one  hand,  we  have  employers  going 
to  court  to  frustrate,  defeat  or  at  least  delay  the 
processes  of  the  Labour  Relations  Act  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  we  have  other  interests  going  to  the  courts  in 
an  effort  to  defeat,  or  at  least  delay,  the  orders  of 
the  Milk  Control  Board.  As  I  see  it,  it  is  the  same 
technique,  and  while  I  do  not  think  that  delay  always 
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means  defeat,  nevertheless,  it  is  a  matter  for  serious 
consideration  by  the  government,   if  the  expressed  will 
of  the  Legislature  is  to  be  negated,  as  It  sometimes 
is,  by  interminable  delays.   I  do  not  think  that  was 
the  intention  of  the  government  when  the  legislation 
was  introduced  into  this  House,  and  when  it  was  passed, 
nor  of  the  administrative  bodies  which  have  to  make 
the  best  of  the  legislation  under  which  they  operate. 

I  hope  the  government  and  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  are  giving  very  serious  attention  to  this 
matter.   I  believe  it  is  serious.  I  do  not  want  to 
raise  difficulties  where  they  do  not  exist,  but  may  I 
point  out  that  we  have  another  very  important  board, 
vital  to  the  development  of  this  province  --  the 

Municipal  Board  which  makes  many  orders,  which  can 

also  be  hoisted  for  quite  some  time,  if  people  are 
inclined  to  adopt  the  technique  of  delay  and  intermi- 
nable litigation.   That,  too,  is  a  problem  which  I  am 
sure  deserves  serious  consideration  by  the  government. 

I  will  say  no  more  about  that,  because  these 
questions  are  before  the  courts  now,  as  I  understand 
it.   I  do  wish  that  the  government  would  take  a  little 
more  active  interest  in  them.. 

Speaking  of  the  courts,  brings  me  to  the 
committee  of  which  I  have  the  honour  to  be  a  member,  the 
Criminal  Justice  Committee.   I  do  not  know  where  the 
hon.  Attorney-General  (Mr.  Porter)  has  gone  to.   He 
cannot  be  far  awa;y  .   But  there  are  one  or  two  things  I 
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want  to  say  about  that  committee. 

This  committee  is  one  on  which  the  govornmunt. 
the  C.C.F.  and  the  Liberal  party  are  represented,  and, 
wisely  or  unwisely,  the  hon.  Attorney -General  (Mr. 
Porter)  was  made  its  chairman.  I  have  never  hesitated 
to  cross  swords  with  the  hon.  Attorney-General  when 
I  see  fit  to  do  so,  and,  by  the  same  token,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  so  when  I  think  he  has  tried  to  be 
fair,  and  I  think,  as  chairman  of  that  committee,  he 
has  tried  to  be  fair.  He  has  not,  from  the  inception 
of  the  committee  to  this  date,  made  the  slightest 
attempt,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  obstruct  the 
progress  or  the  explorations  of  the  committee.  I  hope 
he  does  not  change  his  ways.  I  will  make  that  reser- 
vation. 

But,  so  far,  I  think  every  member  of  that 

committee  will  agree  the  hon.  member  for  Cochrane 

South  (Mr.  Grummett)  is  a  member  of  the  committee, 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Niagara  Palls  (Mr.  Houck) 

is  also  a  member  and  I  think  they  will  agree  that 

anything  any  of  us  in  the  committee  have  wanted  to  take 
up,  the  hon.  Attorney -General  has  been  quite  willing 
to  co-operate  in  taking  it  up.   That  is,  of  course, 
with  the  exception  of  the  difficulties  about  time,  but 
the  committee  has  had  the  time  to  proceed  with  an 
investigation  into  the  administration  of  the  Attorney- 
General*s  Department,  and  the  provincial  police,  in  a 
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general  way,  hearing  only  from  witnesses  who  are 
directly  connected  therewith,  and  to  go  into  the 
gambling  problem  from  the  point  of  view  of  official 
witnesses,  and  to  go  into  the  little  problem  we  have 
in  connection  with  the  Securities  Commission,  and  the 
marketing  of  certain  types  of  securities. 

The  Committee  is  to  meet  again  on  Monday, 
October  1st,  and  I  think  there  are  other  matters  which 
have  to  be  gone  into  by  the  committee,  which  are  of 
some  importance,  one  of  which  I  will  refer  to  a  little 
later  on.    ,  I  did  want  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
saying,  since  there  are  others  who  appear  to  believe 
otherwise,  that  so  far  the  committee  has  received  full 
co-operation  from  the  Attorney -General,  and  other 
members  of  the  Attorney -General 's  Department  in  any 
enquiry  it  has  tried  to  undertake. 

The  big  difficulty,  of  course,  is  the  time 
element.   Some  witnesses  who  appeared  before  us  we  could 
not  seem  to  dispose  of  in  less  than  five  or  six  days, 
and  that  took  a  lot  of  time. 

The  other  matter  which  I  think  I  should  perhaps 
mention  now  is  this,  and  I  think  it  is  relevant  to  the 
work  of  the  Criminal  Justice  Committee,  or  it  may  have 
some  relevancy  to  that  committee. 

Before  I  mention  it,  perhaps  I  should  say  I 
have  just  been  advised  that  according  to  a  news  broad- 
cast of  the  B.B.C.  -  the  British  Broadcasting  Corpor- 
ation    it  has  been  announced  that  the  Princess 
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Elizabeth  and  her  husband  will  fly  from  Britain  on 
October  7th,  and  commence  the  tour  of  Canada  from 
Quebec  on  October  9th.   I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Prime  Minister  has  heard  about  this  or  not,  but  it 
was  stated  in  the  B.B.C.  noon  broadcast,  which  I  be- 
lieve was  received  just  a  few  moments  ago. 

The  matter  to  which  I  wanted  to  refer  was  this: 
during  the  life  of  this  Legislature,  there  has  not 
been  any  great  demand  for  work  by  the  Public  Accounts 

Committee,  and  when  it  did  meet  if  it  did  I 

think  it  was  to  take  up  matters  of  procedure  and  ac- 
counting, rather  than  matters  of  any  other  nature  which 
at  some  times  have  interested  previous  Public  Accounts 
Committees . 

But  there  is  one  matter  which  has  been  brought 
to  my  attention  which  I  think  should  go  to  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  or  possibly,  if  that  is  not  fea- 
sible, then  to  the  Criminal  Justice  Committee.  I  do 
not  have  full  information  of  this,  and  I  do  not  pretend 
to,  but  any  information  I  do  have,  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  make  available  at  the  proper  time  and  place.   I  am 
certainly  making  no  charges  against  any  member  of  the 
government,  but  I  do  wish  the  matter  to  be  gone  into 
so  that  whoever  may  be  responsible  is  brought  to  account 

I,  and  many  other  hon.  members  of  this  H0use, 
have  frequently  visited  the  district  of  Temiskamibg, 
and  the  riding  known  as  Temiskaming,  is  represented  in 
this  House  by  a  C.C.P.  member.  I  visited  the  place, 
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and  so  did  the  hon.  member  for  St.  David  (Mr.  Dennison). 

Recently  there  has  been  under  way  the  construc- 
tion of  a  fish  hatchery  in  that  area,  which  has  been 
somewhat  prolonged,  and  evidence  has  been  placed  before 
me  of  a  somewhat  shocking  nature  indicating  the  im- 
proper expenditure  of  public  funds  in  connection  with 
that  fish  hatchery.  This  has  been  brought  to  my 
attention  verj  recently.  The  hon.  member  for  St.  David 
(Mr.  Dennison)  has  gone  into  it  to  the  best  of  his 
ability,  and  has  ascertained  that  a  number  of  witnesses 
are  now  prepared  to  appear  if  called  upon,  and  to  test- 
ify as  to  what  occurred. 

I  wish  to  make  it  very  clear  that  I  am  not 
making  any  charges,  but  I  think  it  is  proper  to  give 
notice  that  the  witnesses  are  available  and  that  infor- 
mation is  available,  and  we  shall  tender  it  as  soon  as 
it  is  made,  in  order  to  make  certain  that  the  facts  are 
established,  and  if  anybody  has  been  guilty  of  impropsr 
conduct,   that  they  shall  be  held  responsible  for  their 
actions . 

HON.  LESLIE  M.  FROST:   That  is  a  matter  for  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  and  there  is  no  doubt  about 
the  fullest  investigation  being  made  into  any  matter 
raised  by  any  hon.  member  in  this  House. 

MR.  JOLLIFPE:   I  was  quite  sure  the  hon.  Prime 
Minister  would  say  that,  that  he  would  be  quite  prepared 
to  let  a  matter  of  this  kind  go  to  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  so  we  could  get  to  the  bottom  of  it. 
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I  may  say  this  because  I  think  probably  it  has 
not  been  said  before  in  this  House,  that  in  these  days 
the  conduct  of  business  by  governments  has  become  so 
complicated,  so  diversified  and  so  wide-spread  that  it 
is  inevitable  from  time  to  time  that  dishonest  persons 
should  take  improper  advantage  of  public  funds  which 
may  become  available  to  them.  I  think  that  sort  of 
thing  is  inevitable  from  time  to  time.  I  do  not  think 
that  should  be  made  a  major  issue  in  an  election,  or 
generally  used  for  political  purposes,  unless  it  is 
found  to  be  the  pattern  for  the  conduct  of  the  govern- 
ment. If  there  was  a  consistent  pattern  being  followed 
all  the  time,  it  should  then,  of  course,  become  an 
issue.  But  1  think  when  matters  of  this  kind  come  to 
the  attention  of  the  House  that  as  soon  as  may  be  pos- 
sible, they  should  be  brought  into  the  open  and  I  think 
the  government  opposite  surely  would  welcome  such  an 
enquiry.   I  know  if  I  held  the  seals  of  office  I  would 
certainly  want  a  matter  of  that  kind  brought  out  into 
the  open  as  frequently  as  possible  and  the  guilty 
person  or  persons  punished  or  receive  whatever  treat-m 
ment  was  proper , 

I  think  that  is  the  proper  light  in  which  to 

place  these  matters,  and  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Prime 

Minister  will  welcome  the  investigation. 

have 
There  are  other  things  I  would/liked  to  speak 

about,  but  I  have  probably  wearied  the  House  by  speaking 

too  long  already,  and  I  want  to  give  an  opportunity  to 

other  hon.  members  to  make  their  contributions  in  this 

debate. 
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As  I  have  said  this  is  a  regular  session  of 
the  Legislature  and  we  are  now  debating  the  address 
in  reply.  Some  of  us  are  greatly  disturbed  that,  on  the 
one  hand,  we  make  considerable  progress,  as  I  think  we 
did  yesterday  and,  on  the  other  hand,  we  are  reminded 
of  the  government's  indifference  to  those  of  our  people 
who  are  in  the  greatest  need. 

I  am,  therefore,  concluding  my  speech  today 
by  moving  the  following  motion,  seconded  by  Miss  Mac- 
phail? 

That  the  Motion  for  an  Address  in  Reply  to  the 
Speech  of  the  Honourable  the  Lieutenant-Governor  now  be- 
fore the  House  be  amended  by  adding  thereto  the  follow- 
ing words : 

"But  this  House,  while  acknowledging  the  progress 
made  in  relation  to  Old  Age  Assistance,  regrets 
the  refusal  of  the  Government  to  give  due  con- 
sideration to  the  most  needy  victims  of  infla- 
tion, and  in  particular  its  refusal  to  make  any 
provision  for  a  cost-of-living  supplement  or 
adequate  health  services.® 
SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Hear,  hear. 

MR.  J.  G.  BROWN  (Waterloo,  North):   Mr.  Speaker, 
in  rising  to  speak  in  the  Debate  in  Reply  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  and  in  so  doing,  to  represent  this 
group,  I  want  to  say  how  pleased  we  all  are  to  see  you 
in  your  accustomed  place,  and  to  benefit  by  your  leader- 
ship. 
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I  also  wish  to  extend  my  congratulations  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Stormont  (Mr.  McDonald)  and  the 
hon.  member  for  Simcoe  Centre  (Mr.  Johnston)  for  their 
brief  but  most  sincere  presentations  of  this  Motion. 
It  is  indeed  enlightening  to  the  hon.  members  of  this 
House  to  see  some  of  the  "back  benchers"  of  the  govern- 
ment rise  to  their  feet  to  speak  to  you. 

I  have  also  listened  with  a  great  deal  of 
interest  to  the  addresses  which  was  delivered  to  us 
this  morning  from  the  hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Mr.  Jolliffe),  and  say  that,  generally  speaking,  I 
find  myself  in  agreement  with  practically  everything 
--  if  not  everything  which  he  has  said. 

Now,  I  had  intended  to  speak  briefly  on  the 
second  readings  of  the  Bills  which  are  before  the 
House  at  the  present  time,  but  finding  out  later  that 
the  opportunity  was  going  to  be  presented  to  the  hon. 
members  of  this  House  to  speak  on  the  Throne  Address, ' 
I  purposely  refrained  from  making  any  reference  to 
these  bills  until  this  time. 

I  quite  appreciate  that  anything  I  might  have 
to  say  in  connection  with  old  age  business  will  be  in 
the  form  of  an  anti-climax,  but  I  do  wish  to  have  them 
recorded. 

We  have  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  Interest, 
and  with  a  great  deal  of  profit  to  myself,  to  many  ad- 
dresses which  were  delivered  here  during  the  first  three 
days  of  this  Session.  I  only  wish  to  make  two  or  three 
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observations. 

The  first  one  is  that  we  as  members  of  this 
provincial  Legislature  at  this  time  should  feel  we 

have  been  privileged  indeed,  that  it  has  been  a 

great  honour  to  be  members  of  His  Majesty's  government 
in  the  province  of  Ontario  at  a  time  when  such  a  far- 
reaching  dose  of  legislation  such  as  has  been  discussed 
here  in  the  last  three  days  will  become  an  accomplished 
fact. 

While  the  hon.  Minister  of  Welfare  (Mr.  Good- 
fellow)  is  not  in  his  seat  the  present  time,  I  would 
like  to  extend  to  him  congratulations  upon,  first  of 
all,  the  very  capable  presentation  of  these  two  bills, 
a  presentation  which  I  feel  was  tempered  slightly  by 
a  quotation  from  the  Windsor  Star,  which  sort  of  re- 
duced a  little  bit  the  high  level  of  the  presentation. 

I  also  would  like  to  congratulate  other  hon. 
members  of  the  government  for  the  co-operation  which 
most  surely  has  been  evident  with  Ottawa,  and 
members  from  other  provincial  governments,  in  bringing 
to  a  conclusion  the  agreements  which  have  arised  at 
this  time. 

There  is  one  item  on  the  bill  which  to  me, 
has  not  received  sufficient  recognition,  and  that  is 
subsection  (3)  of  clause  4,  which  reads  as  follows: 

"  Assistance  is  not  subject  to  attachment  or 

seizure  in  satisfaction  of  a  claim  against  the 

recipient.   " 
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It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  something  which  has  not 
only  been  very  expensive,  but  something  which  has  been 
most  irritating  to  the  people  of  the  province  of 
Ontario,  and  I  think  they  will  receive  with  wide 
acclaim  this  relief. 

I  cannot  let  this  opportunity  go  by  without 
expressing  my  complete  agreement  with  what  has  been 
said  by,  I  think,  all  speakers  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  when  they  made  reference  to  the  necessity  at 
this  time  of  supplementary  assistance  to  the  needy 
persons  in  the  age  group  of  65  to  69.  Those  are  the 
people  who  are  necessarily  going  to  be  caught  in  the 

squeeze.  Many  pension  plans  if  not  all  of  them  -- 

which  are  now  in  effect  industrially  and  commercially, 
call  for  the  retirement  from  employment  of  employees 
at  the  age  of  65.  What  we  are  in  effect  telling  these 
people  is  this:   "You  go  out  into  the  world  on  your 
own  with  a  maximum  assistance  from  us  of  $40.  a  month 
for  a  period  of  five  years.   And  if  you  are  able  to 
survive  starvation  during  that  period  of  time,  then 
a  richer  reward  will  be  yours,  because  at  age  70,  you 
will  be  able  to  go  out  into  the  world  and  earn  whatso- 
ever you  please,  and  the  Federal  government  will  aug- 
ment that  figure  by  $40.  a  month." 
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Much  has  been  said  here,  and  I  do  not  want 
to  labor  it  any  further,  about  this  province  of  Ontario 
being  a  very  wealthy  province,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
they  could  very  acceptably  reduce  the  qualifying  age 
for  this  supplementary  pension.   The  Minister  of  Public 
Welfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  brought  out  a  few  difficulties  which 
he  thought  stood  in  the  way,  and  the  chief  of  which, 
I  think,  was  that  it  would  be  made  a  political  foot- 
ball. Well,  I  think  we  have  sufficient  confidence  in 
the  Minister  of  V  elf are  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  and  in  his 
fairness  and  in  his  fearlessness  to  be  assured  that  he 
would  not  treat.it  in  that  way,  and  not  only  that,  I  am 
sure  that  he  has  enough  confidence  in  the  eighly-nine 
other  members  of  this  House  to  know  that  we  would  not 
attempt  to  use  i1/as  such. 

I  had  not  intended  at  this  Session  to  refer 
to  the  matter  of  Dominion-Provincial  relations, 
particularly  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  participation 
of  provincial  governments  in  the  income  tax  field.  But 
in  the  address  which  was  delivered  by  the  hon.  the 
Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  last  Monday  he  made  reference 
to  it,  and  it  seems  as  though  I  should  pursue  it  just 
a  little  bit  further.  I  will  quote  from  his  address 
as  follows: 

"I  am  able  to  come  before  this  House  this 
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afternoon  and  make  a  very  startling  statement 
and  to  tell  you  of  something  which  I  did  not 
believe  would  have  been  possible  when  we  were 
looking,  ahead  in  1947.   I  am  able  to  say  that 
with  an  occupation  of  only  a  portion  of  our 
taxing  fields  and  with  the  rates  which  have 
obtained  in  Succession  Duties  and  Corporation 
taxes  since  1947,  and  with  no  Provincial  income 
tax  and  no  subvention  from  this  source  by  the 
Federal  Government,  that  by  the  31st  of  March 
next  we  shall  have  received  more  money  in  revenues 
for  those  five  years  than  we  would  have  obtained 
had  we  rented  these  fields.   In  other  words, 
from  part  of  the  fields  we  have  occupied,  we 
shall  receive  more  revenue  than  we  would  have 
rec  ived  under  the  agreements  for  the  rental 
of  everything." 

ME.  FROST:   That  is  right. 

MR.  BROV.U:   I  think  reference  was  also  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  effect  that  I  should  revise 
my  figures  which  I  have  been  using,  from  memory.*, ':  This  has  not  been 
recorded  in  Hansard  but  I  believe  that  that  statement 
was  made.  Now  I  am  the  last  person  who  would  want  to 
use  figures  which  in  my  opinion  did  not  come  from  a 


E-3 


reliable  source.   I  have  shown  tabulations  indicating 
the  amount  of  monies  we  wo   have  received  had  we  been 
in  the  tax  field  from  1947  to  March  of  1952,  and  have 
set  beside  these  the  figures  which  we  actually  did 
receive.   The  information  was  obtained  in  this  way. 
On  the  one  hand,  information  from  the  provincial  stand- 
point, from  the  public  account  themselves  and  from  the 
estimates  presented  by  the  hon.  the  Provincial  Treasurer 
(Mr.  Frost)  ,  --  both  of  which,  I  think,  you  will  agree, 
would  be  most  reliable;  on  the  other  hand,  the  Federal 
government,  taking  the  figures  from  the  public  accounts 
of  the  Dominion  government  and  from  the  estimates 
presented  by  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Finance,  —  which, 
I  think  it  will  be  agreed,  are  equally  reliable. 

MR.  FROST:   kre   you  referring  to  official 
statements  made  by  the  Department  of  Finance? 

MR.  BROWN:   Yes. 

MR.  FROST:   I  mean,  in  the  House  of  Commons? 

MR.  BIvOlJST:   I  am  referring  to  the  statements 
which  were  presented  to  the  members  of  the  provincial 
governments  as  they  assembled  in  Ottawa. 

MR.  FROST:   Last  December?   O.k.,  that  is  all 
right. 
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MR.  BROWN:   That  is  only  with  regard  to  the 
estimated  figures  for  1951  and  for  1952.  Tho  figures  as 
I  have  prepared  them  are  these:  that  in  1948,  under 
the  Federal  system,  we  would  have  received  seventy-five 
million,  under  the  Provincial  system,  sixty-six  million 
dollars  or,  a  loss  to  the  province,  of  nine  million 
dollars.   I  hasten  to  make  this  remark  here  in  fairness 
to  the  Provincial  Treasurer,  that  the  Provincial  govern- 
ment was  not  in  the  tax  field  for  all  of  that  year,  which 
would  account  for  the  figure  being  that  much  lower;  but 
the  fact  does  remain  that  the  province  received  sixty- 
six  million  dollars,  and  the  fact  also  remains  that  they 
would  have  received  seventy-five  million  dollars  had 
they  been  in  the  tax  field.  For  the  year  1949,  which  is 
the  only  other  year  that  I  can  calculate,  they  were 
better  off  by  being  tn  the  field  themselves  than  if  they 
had    be;n  in  the  rental  agreement,  because  in  that 
year  they  would  have  collected  seventy-nine  million 
dollars  as  compared  with  eighty  million  dollars  which 
they  received  on  their  own  financial  arrangement. 

MR.  FROST:   May  I  ask  my  friend  if  he  has 
in  his  estimates  a  total  for  the  five  years  that  we 
would  havs  received  in  gross  from  the  rental  payments? 

MR.  BROWN:   According  to  the  estimate  as 
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prepared  by  Doctor 'Clark   for  1952,  as  compared  with  the 
estimate  presented  in  our  last  Budget  by  the  Provincial 
Treasurer,  the  total  amount  which  would  have  been  received 
or  will  be  received  by  March  31  on  the  basis  of  these 
estimates  is  four  hundred  and  forty-four  million  dollars 
as  compared  with  four  hundred  and  eight  million  dollars 
under  the  provincial  arrangement. 

ME.  FROST:   You  say,  four  hundred  and  forty-four 
million  dollars? 

MR.  BROUN:   Right. 

MR,  FROST:  Well,  I  am  a  little  more  generous 

than  that.   I  figure  four  hundred  and  forty-seven  million, 

thousand 
two  hundred  and  eighty-seven/dollars.   So  you  will  under- 
stand that  in  making  my  estimate  I  am  crediting  nearly 
four  million  dollars  more  to  the  Federal  side  than  my 
friend  is,   and  still  I  have  something  to  spare. 

MR.  BRC1NST:   I  am  very  happy  to  hear  the 
Provincial  Treasurer  say  that.   I  do  not  think  that  there 
is  much  difference  between  the  figure  that  I  have  and  the 
figure  that  he  has  so  far  as  the  amount  available  from 
the  Federal  government  is  concerned.   I  figure  that  in 
1950  we  lost  six  million  dollars;  in  1951  we  will  lose 
seven  million  dollars  and  in  1952,  based  on  the  estimate 
of  the  Provincial  Treasurer  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
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estimate  of  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Finance  on  the  other, 
the  loss  to  the  province  will  be  fifteen  million 
dollars.   I  cuite  appreciate  that  in  1952  the  revenues 
from  corporation  taxes  for  the  province  of  Ontario  will 
be  substantially  higher  than  what  was  estimated  by 
the  Provincial  Tre..  surer.   On  the  other  hand  we  can 
accept  this  statement,  that  the  revenues  by  the  Dominion 
government  will  also  be  substantially  higher,  and  I 
think  probably  that  one  will  pretty  well  offset  the 
other. 

MR.  FROST:   I  night  point  out  to  my  friend 
that  the  Federal  payment  which  would  have  been  paid 
this  year  and  up  to  the  30th  of  June  next  year  is  already 
fixed.  You  can  calculate  that  with  accuracy.   On  the 
other  hand,  with  our  revenues  that  are  coming  in,  that 
is  different;  they  are  current. 

MR,  BROWN:   The  point  I  wish  to  make  is  this, 
that  if  I  am  using  the  wrong  figures  I  -ant  to  be 
corrected.   I  am  making  this  suggestion  to  the  Pro- 
vincial Treasurer,  that  when  he  speaks  he  table  for 
H;,nsard  --  and  I  would  like  to  have  a  copy  of  it  -- 
his  schedule,  in  order  that  I  may  have  an  opportunity 
of  comparing  the  one  with  the  other.   I  think  that  so 
far  as  the  first  three  years  are  concerned,  and  possibly 
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1951,  that  is  now  pretty  well  established  as  history 
and  I  think  we  may  fairly  accept  the  figures  that  I 
have  here  as  being  correct. 

Dealing  with  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  govern- 
ment, there  are  one  or  two  points  which  were  brought 
up  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bellwoods  (Mr.  MacLeod)  when 
he  spoke  the  other  day,  one  having  to  do  with  an 
increase  in  corporation  taxes  from  seven  to  ten  percent 
and  the  other,  a  suggestion  to  the  Provincial  Treasurer 
that  he  immediately  impose  the  personal  income  tax, 
Which  would  give  the  Provincial  Treasurer  a  further 
seventeen  and  a  half  million  dollars  without  it  costing 
the  people  of  the  province  of  Ontario  anything.   The 
reason  I  wish  to  refer  to  this  here  is  because  the  hon. 
member  for  Bellwoods  (Mr.  MacLeod)  turned  to  me  and 
asked  me  what  I  thought  of  the  suggestion.  Well  now, 
I  could  probably  go  along  with  him  in  recommending  that 
the  corporation  taxes  for  the  province  of  Ontario  be 
increased  from  seven  to  ten  percent,  if  I  were  assured 
that  all  of  that  revenue  would  come  from  what  he  calls 
"big  business".   But  we  must  appreciate  that,  of  the 
thousands  of  incorporated  companies  in  the  province  of 
Ontario,  probably  not  more  than  ten  percent,  could  be 
considered,  Bven  with  the  most  generous  imagination,  as 
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coming  in  the  category  of  "big  business".   It  seems  to 
me  that  at  the  present  time  the  province  of  Ontario  is 
extracting  more  corporation  taxes  than  it  should  from 
the  small  corporations.   Corporations  whose  profits 
are  ten  thousand  dollars  a  year  or  less  are  now  paying 
one-half  as  much  taxes  to  the  province  of  Ontario  as 
they  are  to  the  Dominion  government.  Might  I  make  this 
counter-suggestion,  that,  irrespective  of  what  the 
Provincial  Treasurer  might  do  in  raising  from  seven  to 
ten  per  cent,  the  tax  on  large  corporations  or  cor- 
porations whose  profits  are  in  excess  of  ten  thousand 
dollars  per  year,  he  consider  either  one  of  two  things: 
firstly,  to  establish  an  exemption  amount  for  all 
limited  companies,  or  do  as  the  Federal  government  has 
done  and  tax  the  small  companies  at,  shall  we  say,  a 
three  per  cent  rate  up  to  ten  thousand  dollars  of  profits, 
and  at  a  rate  of  seven  to  ten  per  cent,  as  he  sees  fit, 
the  other  companies. 

AN  hon.  MEMBER:   There  is  a  basis  for 
negotiation  there. 

MR.  BROWN:.  Right.   Witt*  respect  to  the 
exemption  of  personal  income  taxes,  perhaps  we  can 
dispose  of  that  very  quickly.  Most  hon.  members  will 
recall  that  at  the  Session  before  last  a  Bill  was  passed 
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through  this  House  authorizing  the  Treasury  to  go  back 
into  the  personal  tax  field,  with  the  understanding 
of  course  that  the  Federal  government  would  do  the 
collecting  of  these  taxes  for  us.  Now,  despite  the 
winning  way  which  the  Provincial  Treasurer  has  with 
government  officials  at  Ottawa,  and  despite  the  spirit 
of  co-operation  which  prevailed  there  in  nearly  all  of 
their  discussions,  we  know  full  well  that  they  shut 
their  eyes  and  turned  their  backs  on  this  request  and 
they  said,  "Get  thee  behind  me,  Satan;'  If  you  are  going 
to  impose  personal  income  taxes  we  will  give  you  our 
blessing  but  you  are  going  to  have  to  collect  those 
taxes  yourself.   And  I  can  quite  imagine  that  no 
government  of  the  province  of  Ontario,  unless  as  a  last 
resort,  or  unless  they  have  grown  tired  of  office  and 
are  prepared  to  hand  over  the  reins,  to  someone  else, 
will  implement  the  present  income  tax. 


(Take  "F"  follows) 
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MR.  MacLEOD:  What  do  you  think  Walter  Thompson 
should  do? 

MR.  BROWN:   Oh  no;  no  personal  cracks. 

I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to 
what  the  hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  JolliffeJ 
had  to  say  with  respect  to  housing.   It  seems  to  me 
that  this  is  a  subject  which  should  be  reviewed. 

Coming  from  an  urban  municipality  the  twin  cities 

of     Kitchener  and  Waterloo  --  I  want  to  say  that 
it  is  very  vital  to  us  that  something  be  done  to 
alleviate  the  cost  of  building  houses  for  those  in 
the  class  who  can  afford  a  $6,000.  to  $7,000.  home. 

MR.  FROST:   Do  you  think  you  could  influence 
somebody  to  put  that  second  mortgage  loan  scheme  back 
again? 

MR.  BROWN:   That  is  what  I  am  coming  to. 

MR.  FROST:   Speak  to  Walter  (Mr.  Thompson). 

MR.  BROWN:  Well,  Walter's  (Mr.  Thompson) 
voice  in  Ottawa  is  the  same  as  that  of  George  Drew, 
it  is  "a  voice  crying  in  the  wilderness". 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Oh,  oh. 

HON.  DANA  PORTER  (Attorney-General):   That  is 
not  the  only  place  where  he  is  crying  in  the  wilder- 
ness . 

MR.  OLIVER  (Grey, South) :   That  is  only  your 
opinion. 

MR.  BROWN:   I  am  not  in  support  of  the 
Federal  government's  plan  with  respect  to  housing. 
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SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  BROWN:   I  say  that  emphatically. 

MR.  PORTER:   Could  you  support  it  in  any  res- 
pect? 

MR.  BROWN:   I  am  not  in  support  of  their 
plan  with  regard  to  housing.  But  it  seems  to  me  the 
plan  received  the  unanimous  approval  of  the  hon. 
members  of  this  government,  and  it  seems  to  me  as  though 
they  were  quite  pleased  to  "get  out  from  under"  at 
that  time,  in  providing  second  mortgage  money  to 
those  who  wished  to  build  homes. 

My  reaction  is  this;  that  with  the  spirit  of 
co-operation  which  exists  between  the  hon.  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Federal  government,  which  is  a  much 
greater  influence  than  I  would  be  able  to  exercise, 
he  should  try  to  get  this  thing  back  on  the  rails 
again,  and  that  the  present  system  be  scrapped,  and 
the  old  plan  again  renewed. 

MR.  FROST:  I  have  always  made  that  advance. 
In  fact,  I  made  it  several  times,  the  last  one  only 
a  few  days  ago. 

MR.  OLVER:  Does  it  not  help  to  have  some 
support  for  it? 

MR.  FROST:   Oh,  yes. 

MR.  BROWN:  The  next  time,  you  can  say  you 
have  the  unanimous  approval  of  all  the  hon.  members 
on  this  side  of  the  house. 

MR.  FROST:   I  will  have  to  talk  to  Walter 
(Mr.  Thompson). 
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MR.  OLIVER:  That  will  do  you  good. 

MR.  BROWN:   That  would  be  more  enlightening. 
But  I  say,  in  all  seriousness,  that  is  something  which 
should  be  receiving  the  consideration  of  this  govern- 
ment. The  plan  for  the  municipalities  to  pay  7i  per 
cent  of  the  purchase  price  of  property  seems  to  be 
bogging  down;  they  are  not  taking  advantage  of  it, 
and  under  the  present  scheme,  the  individual  who  wishes 
to  build  a  house  for  himself  must  raise  more  money  than 
he  is  capable  of  raising  as  a  down  payment.  Many  of 
them  are  quite  prepared  to  take  the  risk  involved  in 
building  such  a  house  as  I  have  mentioned,    if  the 
down  payment  were  less. 

Now,  the  hon.  Leader  of  the  Oppposition  (Mr. 
jolliffe)  referred  to  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway.  We 
hear  a  good  deal  about  this  project,  but  as  the  late 
Will  Rogers  said,  "All  we  ever  hear  is  what  we  read  in 
the  papers  " 

No  doubt  we  will  be  getting  a  progress  report 
on  this  project  from  the  hon.  Prime  Minister  when  he 
speaks.  As  i  see  it  now,  it  is  to  be  a  joint  project 
between  the  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  and  the 
Federal  government,  but  now,  as  we  read  in  the  papers 
this  morning,  probably  the  United  States  will  participate 
in  the  scheme.  The  hon.  Prime  Minister  may  be  able  to 
enlighten  us  on  that,  as  well. 

But  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the  government  of  the 
province  of  Ontario  should  lend  every  support  to  the 
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Federal  government  in  the  completion  of  this  project, 
at  the  earliest  possible  time. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  all  I  have  to  say  at 
the  present  time.  The  hon.  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Mr.  Jolliffe)presented  to  you  an  amendment  to  the 
Motion  for  a  Reply  to  the  Address  delivered  by  his 
Honour,  the  Lieutenant-Governor,  and  all  the  hon. 
members  of  this  House  who  have  spoken  have  signified 
their  agreement  with  the  contents  of  this  amendment, 
and  we  from  this  group  intend  to  support  it. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:   It  is  ten  minutes  to  one.   I  think 
I  might  ask  your  permission  to  rise  and  reassemble  at 
two  o'clock. 

MR.  MacLEOD:   And  divide   the  afternoon  be- 
tween us. 

MR.  FROST:   That  will  give  the  Opposition  a 
further  opportunity  to  be -labour  this  government. 

MR.  A.  A.  MacLEOD  (Bellwoods):  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MR.  SPEAKER:   It  being  one  of  the  clock,  I  do 
now  leave  the  chair. 

The  House  took  recess. 
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2;00  p.m. 
The  House  resumes. 
Mr,  Speaker  in  the  Chair. 

m .  ALEXANDER  A .  Ma cLEO  D  ( Be 1 lwo o  ds ) :   Mr . 
Speaker,  I  realize  that  the  out-of-town  members  at 
least  are  at  this  moment  far  more  concerned  with  meeting 
a  train  schedule  than  they  are  likely  to  be  with 
anything  that  I  am  about  to  say.  However,  we  have  a 
whole  afternoon  before  us.   The  Prime  Minister  (Mr. 
Frost),  I  understand,  is  not  going  to  say  very  much. 
He  had  not  intended  to  say  anything  at  all  until  we 
insisted. 

MR,  FROST:  \  You  might  incite  me  into 

making  a  speech. 

MR.  MacLEOD:      ,  A,s  long  as  you  do  it  on 
your  own  time. 

I  want  to  begin  by  complimenting  my  good 
friend  the  hon.  member  for  Stormont  (Mr.  McDonald)  on 
the  excellence  of  the  second  address  that  he  has 
delivered  in  the  House  to  my  knowledge  in  the  past 
eight  years.   The  first  address  that  we  heard  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Stormont  back  in  1944  was  a  most 
commendable  performance,  so  much  so  that  there  were 
invitations  from  this  side  of  the  House  to  cross  over 
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to  the  other  side.   Perhaps  that  made  him  feel  that 
in  future  he  had  better  keep  quiet  or  he  might  talk 
himself  out  of  the  Party.  He  was  pressed  into  service 
the  second  time  and  he  came  dangerously  close  to  talking 
himself  out  a  second  time.   If  he  keeps  on  thinking  — 

AN  hon.  MEMBER:  He  will. 

MR.  MacLEOD:   --  as  he  himself  proposed  this 
morning,  he  may  have  to  build  a  bridge  and  cross  over 
to  this  side  of  the  House.   But  we  like  the  hon.  member 
for  Stormont  very  well  and  we  hope  that  such  thinking 
as  he  may  do  in  the  coming  months  will  not  get  him  into 
too  much  trouble. 

Then  of  course  we  were  very  glad  indeed,  all 
of  us,  to  hear  the  maiden  effort  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Simcoe,  Centre  (Mr.  Johnston).  He  has  been  here  for 
some  years  and  we  have  never  had  the  pleasure  or  privilege 
of  hearing  him  before.   I  mention  that  not  to  suggest 
that  there  was  anything  extraordinary  about  the  hon. 
member  for  Simcoe  Centre  not  speaking  at  earlier 
Sessions,  because  in  my  opinion  you  do  not  have  to 
make  a  speech  or  a  half  a  dozen  speeches  every  Session 
in  order  to  be  a  good  member  of  this  House.  I  feel 
very  sure  that  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe  Centre  is  a 
very  good  representative  of  that  riding. 
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MR.  FROST:   Hear,  hear! 

MR.  IlacLSOD:   '.:  feel  sure  he  must  have  taken 
very  good  care  of  the  needs  of  his  constituents  or  they 
would  not  have  sent  him  back  here  in  three  consecutive 
elections.   They  have  had  eight  years  to  think  it  over. 
If  they  should  decide  to  attempt  an  improvement  on  their 
representation  we  hope,  knowing  the  hon.  member  as  we 
do,  that  if  somebody  replaces  him,  he  will  be  as  good 
as  or  better  than  the  present  member. 

\Je   are  meeting  here  under  rather  unusual 
circumstances.   There  is  an  air  of  uncertainty  about 
things.   There  is  a  lot  of  speculation  and  there  is,  I 
am  sure,  great  anticipation  of  what  the  Prime  Minister 
(Mr.  Frost)  may  say  this  afternoon.   Perhaps  we  should 
have  started  this  debate  by  rising  in  our  places  and 
singing,  "Just  Before  the  Battle,  Mother". 

For  what  it  is  worth,  I  have  been  suggesting 
to  v.rious  hon.  members  that  my  friend  the  Prime  Minister 
has  two  speeches  all  ready,  sealed  in  envelopes.   One 
of  these  speeches  is  marked  "Go",  and  the  other  speech 
is  marked  r,WhO»n;  and  the  Minister  for  Municipal  Affairs 
(Mr.  Dunbar)  is  prepared  to  make  an  appropriate  response 
to  either. 

HON.  G.  H.  DUNBAR  (Ottawa  South):  Did  you  ever 
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see  me  not  ready?  I  come  back,  too. 

MR.  MacLSOD:   If  it  should  be  the  latter,  I 
suggest  that  the  Prime  Minister  either  this  afternoon 
or  on  some  appropriate  occasion  perhaps  in  the  Bellwoods- 
St, Andrew  area  to-night,  or  some  other  time  when  he  has 
a  good  enthusiastic  Tory  audience  in  front  of  him  — 
will  rise  and  in  the  course  of  his  speech  say,  "V/sll 
now,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  there  has  been  a  great  deal 
of  speculation  about  an  election  in  this  province. 
Riaaoura  of  an  impending  election  have  come  chiefly  from 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  Most  of  the  proiLecies 
are  coming  from  the  lips  of  our  old  friend  Slip-Along- 
Catastrophe.   So,"  the  Prime  Minister  will  say,  "the 
time  has  come  to  clear  the  air.   This  government  which 
I  ;-\  privileged  to  lead  has  but  a  single  thought  and 
that  is  to  serve  the  interests  of  this  great  expanding 
province  of  ours.   This  government  does  not  concern 
itself  with  such  petty,  small  questions  as  mere  con- 
tinuation in  office.   The  record  of  this  government 
speaks  for  itself.  Look  what  we  have  done.  Look  what 
we  have  done  for  this  province.   Take  the  Department  of 
Education.  Look  at  the  Minister  of  education  (Mr. 
Porter)  and  the  things  he  has  done  for  the  people  of 
Ontario.  ■ 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear! 
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MR.  MacLEOD:  Just  look  at  the  Attorney 

General  (Mr.  Porter). 

MR.  POSTER:  Hear,  hear'. 

MR.  MacLEOD:   Just  look  at  him.   He  did  not 
recognize  himself  as  Minister  of  Education;  he  only 
drew  the  limelight  when  we  referred  to  the  second  title. 

So  compliments  on  the  achievements  of  this 
government  will  fly  thick  and  fast.  He  will  point  to 
the  Minister  of  Municipal  Affairs  (Mr.  Du;ibar);  he  will 
say,  "Look  at  the  Minister  of  Municipal  Affairs;  in 
one  breath  he  can  offer  five  thousand  dollars  to  Cobalt, 
in  the  next  breath  he  can  take  it  back  again,  and  in  the 
next  breath  he  can  hand  it  back  again." 

MR.  DUNBAR:   That  is  why  we  are  so  elastic. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  Yes;  I  will  say,  what  better 
example  could  you  have  of  flexibility  than  that?  And 
then,  "Where  do  the  rumours  of  an  election  come  from? 
Erom  this  absentee  leader  of  that  little  remnant  • 
i    which  calls  itself  the" Modern  Liberal  r.emocracy." 
Its  garrulous  leader  is  going  up  and  down  this  province 
indulging  in  wild  speculations  and  making  irresponsible 
promises; .promising  houses,  promising  this,  that  and 
the  other  thing.   '.He  is  the  man  who  talks  about  an 
election  in  the  province  of  Ontario," 
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Then  the  Prime  Minister  will  say,  "let  us 
settle  it  once  and  for  all.   This  government  has  until 
1953  before  it  is  obliged  to  go  to  the  country.   This 
government  has  delegated  certain  responsibilities  to 
Select  Committees  of  the  legislature  which  have  not  yet 
had  an  opportunity  to  complete  their  work,  and  this 
government  has  a  big  program  of  activity  to  carry  out 
before  it  will  be  obliged  ~o  go  to  the  people  for  a 
new  mandate;  and  so  there  will  be  no  election  in  the 
province  of  Ontario  in  1952."  Nov/,  that  is  the  "v7hoa" 
speech. 

Tho  "Go"  speech  will  be  just  a  slight 
variation.   He  will  say,  "The  government  has  no  intention 
of  calling  an  election.   The  poverr.ment  has  been  busy 
only  in  serving  old  man  Ontario  and  his  children,  but  - 
but  -  Mr.  Thompson  and  Mr.  Jolliffe  and  the  member  for 
Bellwoods  are  going  around  churning  up  the  people, 
getting  them  excited  about  a  possible  election;  and 
perhaps,  all  things  considered,  the  best  way  to  clear 
the  air  and  enable  the  province  to  settle  down  to 
contentment  and  stability  will  be  to  go  to  the  people 
and  ash  for  a  verdict."  I  think  it  is  going  to  happen 
something  like  that. 

MR.  JOLLIFZE:   Like  which? 
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MR.  MacLEOD:  TaAt   is 'about  the  kind  of  speech 
that  will  be  made.  . 

SOUS  hon.  MEMBERS:  Which  one? 

MR.  MacLEOD:  It  will  certainly  be  one  or 
the  other.   It  will  be  either  "Whoa"  or  "Go";  and  all 
I  can  say  is,  "Woe  unto  you  if  you  decide  to  go." 

MB.  JOLLIFFE:  Hear,  hear! 

MR.  MacLEOD:   Of  course  it  would  be  rather 
extraordinary  if,  in  the  light  of  what  we  witnessed 
and  listened  to  in  this  House  early  this  spring,  when 
the  Prime  Minister  of  Ontario  (Mr.  Frost)  end  the  Attorney 
General  of  Ontario  (Mr.  Porter)  took  it  upon  themselves 
to  rest  and  stake  the  future  of  this  government  on  the 
findings  of  a  committee  that  they  set  up  to  investigate 
the  administration  of  justice  in  this  province,  and 
that  Committee,  of  course,  having  been  ambling  along, 
as  we  would  expect  it  to  amble  along,  under  the 
Chairmanship  of  the  Attorney  General  

MR.  FROST:   There  was  no  such  statement 
as  that  at  all.   The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  these 
committees  were  set  up  to  give  to  the  members  and  the 
people  the  fullest  of  information;  and  they  have  been 
sitting  for  months;  and  there  is  no  sign  of  anything 
that  is  wrong  in  any  way,  shape  or  form.   That  is  only 
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in  accordance  with  the  policy  of  this  government  to 
give  the  people  and  the  members  the  facts. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  You  are  trying  to  make  that 
speech  on  my  time.  I  say  that  is  not  the  case  at  all; 
that  this  Committee  v:as  set  up  under  rather  unusual 
circumstances.   Certain  statements  were  made  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe)  to  which  this 
government  took  exception,  and  the  government  challenged 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  to  move  a  motion  calling 
for  the  setting  up  of  a  Select  Committee  to  investigate 
the  administration  of  justice  in  this  province.   As  a 
result  of  this  debating  across  the  floor  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Attorney  General  decided  to  take  the  ball  away 
from  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  said,  "You  are 
going  to  get  more  than  you  bargained  for.  \k    are  really 
going  to  get  into  this  thing,  and  we  are  going  to  give 
this  Committee  the  widest  terms  of  reference,  and  the 
people  of  this  province  are  going  to  have  the  opportunity 
to  hear  the  report  of  that  Committee."  That  is  what 
was  said.   It  is  all  in  Hansard;  anybody  can  read  it. 
And  now  it  is  being  suggested  publicly  that  this 
Committee  and  the  Rentals  Committee  are  going  to  be 
scuttled  in  mid-passage  and  they  are  not  going  to  have 
the  opportunity  to  complete  their  work.   I  want  to  say 
that,  in  my  judgment  at  least,  the  people  of  this 


AA-9 


province  would  find  it  very  difficult  to  understand  the 
reason  why  a  government  would  try  to- tamper  with  or 
interfere  with  an  investigation  which  got  under  way 
as  a  result  of  the  government's  own  initiative.  I 
will  tell  you  that  if  you  do  anything  like  that ,  you 
are  headed  for  trouble,  as  sure  as  sure,  — 

MR.  ?R0ST:  You  would  not  want  us  to  get 
into  trouble,  would  you? 

MR.  MacLEODi   --  and  that  is  the  last  thing 
in  the  world  I  would  wish  for  the  ?rime  Minister  of 
Ontario.  I  have  been  trying  to  keep  him  out  of  trouble 
for  nine  years.  So  let  us  not  spoil  it.   Look  before 
you  leap  and  think  before  you  act. 

Of  course  this  election  talk  cannot  be 
attributed  only  to  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House.  We 
have  noticed  a  surprising  amount  of  activity  in  the 
Government  party:  nominating  conventions  being  held, 
hockey  teams  being  robbed  of  their  stars  in  order  to 
get  star  performers  for  the  Tory  party.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  as  I  read  these  stories  in  the  press  of  all 
these  hockey  players  and  others  who  are  being  nominated 
I  sort  of  get  the  feeling  that  perhaps  the  Government 
would  be  goin^  to  the  country  with  a  severe  case  of 
athlete's'  foot  to  add  to  all  its  other  infirmities. 
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I  notice  that  "Turk1"  has  decided  to  stay  in  the  nets. 
He  would  rather  he  in  the  nets  than  on  the  open  ice, 
and  perhaps  he  has  been  told  not  to  stick  his  neck  out. 
At  any  rate  we  will  hear  about  this  matter  in  due 
course  either  here  or  elsewhere.   The  announcement  that 
was  made  to-day  about  the  change  of  dates  for  the  Royal 
visit  woi  Id  certainly  interfere  with  an  election  on  the 
7th  of  November.  I  cannot  believe  that  the  Prime 
minister,  one  of  our  outstanding  patriotic  citizens, 
would  want  to  have  this  province  in  the  turmoil  of  an 
election  campaign  when  the  Princess  and  her  Consort 
were  visiting  in  this  province. 

I  want  to  deal  with  one  or  two  matters  which 
were  not,  perhaps,  dealt  with  very  fully  by  those  who 
have  preceded  me.  I  had  intended  to  say  something  about 
housing,  but  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe) 
dealt  rather  fully  with  that  subject.   I  would  merely 
repeat  what  I  said  in  the  House  earlier  this  year,  that 
in  my  judgment  it  is  high  time  that  this  government, 
which  made  solemn  commitments  to  the  people  of  Ontario 
in  1943,  assume  the  responsibility  for  getting  undeT  way 
in  Ontario,  a  real  house  building  program.   I  suggest 
that  in  the  spring  Ontario  should  begin  at  tonce  a  five- 
year  housing  program  which  would  give  us  twenty-five 
tnousand  low-rental  subsidized  homes  in  this  province 
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every  year  for  the  next  five  years.   I  believe  my 
friend  the  Minister  of  Planning  and  Development  (Mr. 
Grie singer)  has  admitted  on  occasion  that  Ontario 
in  fact  needs  two  hundred  thousand  homes.   Somebody 
told  me  that. 

H0N.V/.CRIESIW2SR  (Minister  of  Planning  and 
Development):  Where  are  you  going  to  get  the  money  to 
subsidize  that  program? 

MR.  MacLEOD:   V/here  are  you  going  to  get  the 
money?  Well,  why  didn't  you  ask  that  question  in  1945? 

MR.  GRIE3INGER:   We  never  said  anything  about 
subsidizing. 

MR.  MacLEOD:   Oh  yes;  you  said  you  were  going 
to  set  up  a  housing  commission  to  launch  a  great  home- 
building  and  slum  clearance  program.   That  was  in  July, 

not 
1943,  and  you  have/done  a  single  solitary  thing  about  it. 

This  government  has  not  built  a  single  house  or  put  a 

roof  over  anybody's  head.   It  is  about  time  you  tackled 

that  problem  and  did  something  about  it. 

My  friend  the  Minister  of  Planning  and 

Development  who  interrupts  or  asks  foolish  questions, 

said  in  1949  ■         that  it  was  going  to 

be  possible  for  people  to  build  their  own  homes  without 

any  down  payment  and  at  a  cost  of  about  seven  or  eight 
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thousand  dollars.   Did  you  not  say  that? 

MR.  GrRISSINOBR :   It  was  correct  at  that  time. 

MR.  MacLEOD:   You  are  like  a  railway  schedule, 
subject  to  change  without  notice. 

MR.  GRI3SINGER:  You  do  a  lot  of  talking  when 
you  do  not  know  what  you  are  talking  about. 

MR.  i.lacLEOD:  You  have  not  done  anything  about 
housing.  I  do  not  think  you  have  any  thought  in  mind 
of  tackling  that  problem.   I  don't  think  you  know  the 
first  thing  about  it;  and  you  have  obviously  forgotten 
what  you  promised  to  do  for  the  people  of  Ontario.  Now 
all  the  people  who  know  are  warning  us  that  in  a  year  or 
two  the  housing  crisis  in  the  province  of  Ontario  is  going 
to  be  worse  than  it  was  at  the  termination  of  the  Second 
\7orld  War.   I  say  that  this  government  has  a  responsibility, 
although  perhaps  not  all  the  responsibility.  V/ith  all 
this  good  will  and  understanding  that  have  come  into 
being  between  Queen's  Park  and  Ottawa  you  should  be  able 
to  contribute  something  towards  the  .  fulfilment  of  this 

obligation  and  the  development  in  the  province  of  Ontario 

which 
of  a  housing  scheme/ will  give  homes  to  people  who  need 

them  and  in  particular  will  provide  houses  for  those 

young  couples  who  are  being  married  by  the  hundreds  every 

year  in  this  province. 
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I  suggested  last  year  that  this  government 
should  appoint  a  royal  commission  on  the  conservation 
of  human  resources  to  cover  the  field  of  mental  health, 
care  for  the  aged,  juvenile  delinquency,  and  other 
related  problems.   The  Minister  of  Health  (Mr.  Phillips) 
delivered  a  speech  here  last  year  which  must  have  shocked 
every  citizen  of  Ontario  who  read  it.   It  was  a  confirma- 
tion, with  revised  statistics,  of  a  subject  matter  that 
I  had  dealt  with  in  this  House  for  a  number  of  years. 
But  the  government  is  just  moving  along  at  a  snail's 
pace  in  coming  to  grips  with  these  problems.   There  are 
thousands  of  cases  of  crippled  and  mentally  retarded 
children  in  this  province  who  require  admission  to 
hospitals,  and  all  I  am  able  to  get  from  my  friend  the 
Minister  of  Health  is  an  assurance  that  in  the  fulness 
of  time  it  may  be  possible  to  take  care  of  them. 


(Take  "3B"  follows) 
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But  all 'I  am  able  to  get  from  my  friend  the  Hon.  Minister 
of  Health  (Mr.  Phillips)  is  an  assurance  that  in  the 
fullness  of  time  it  may  be  possible  to  take  care  of  that. 
That  is  the  situation. 

The  Hon.  Minister  told  us  on|y  recently  that 
the  rate  of  mental  illness  is  rising,  and  I  am  quite 
convinced  in  my  own  mind  that  the  Department  of  Health 
in  this  Province  has  no  adequate  plan  or  scheme  for 
meeting  that  problem,  and  that  is  why  I  have  urged  on 
many  occasions  that  this  whole  matter  be  opened  up  for 
public  discussion,  as  this  involves  the  public  of 
Ontario,  and  organizations  interested  in  this  and  other 
social  problems,  to  the  end  that  we  may  be  able  to  get 
at  some  of  the  causes.-  We  know  what  some  of  them  are, 
but  there  may  be  others,  in  connection  with  this  increase 
in  mental  illness.   I  feel  that  would  be  a  good  thing 
for  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

I  have  also  had  something  to  say  last  year 
and  in  previous  years  about  the  alienation  of  the  ore 
and  other  mineral  resources  of  this  Province  to 
external  interests,  chiefly  American  or  United  States 
interests. 

I  was  very  much  interested  to  receive  a 
copy  of  an  address  delivered  recently  at  Calgary  — 
on  the  17th  of  September,  to  be  exact  --  by  Mr.  F.  J. 
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Lyle,  Director  of  the  Ontario  Trade  and  Industry  Branch 
of  the  Department  of  Planning  and  Development,  at  the 
annual  conference  of  the  Provincial  Government's  Trade 
and  Industry  Council,   fir.  Lyle  made  a  very  fine  address 
which  dealt  in  part  with  the  development  of  our  natural 
resources,  and  the  processing  of  the  finished  product 
in  Canada.   I  want  to  quote  a  paragraph  or  two  from 
that  speech,  because  it  fits  in  very  well  with  some 
statements  I  have  made  earlier  this  year  and  in  previous 
Sessions.  Mr.  Lyle  said: 

"A  ton  of  iron  ore,  mined  in  Canada  and 
sold  to  a  foreign  steel  company,  brings 
Canada  a  revenue  of  about  ,.10.00.  When  the 
same  ton  of  ore  is  smelted  in  Canada  and 
turned  into  a  wide  range  of  steel  products 
--  as  a  great  deal  is  —  it  makes  about  half 
a  ton  of  such  common  household  products  as 
nails,  screws,  coathangers,  etc. 

So  used,  this  ton  of  Canadian  ore  becomes 
Canadian  manufactured  products  with  a  retail 
value  ranging  from  $30.00  to  ,o90.00.   It 
takes  no  wide  stretch  of  the  imagination  to 
calculate  the  benefits  to  Canadians  from 
the  translation  of  our  raw  materials  into 
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end-use  products. 

In  the  simple  illustration  just  mentioned, 
the  gain  is  at  least  ^70  per  ton  of  ore  —  a 
sum  that  finds  its  way  into  a  great  many  pockets 
and  benefits  Canadian  workmen,  wholesalers, 
retailers  and  consumers.  T'."ith  iron  ore,  as 
with  all  our  treasure  in  materials,  it  will 
probably  be  necessary  to  go  on  exporting  large 
amounts  in  raw  or  semi-finished  form.  Many 
of  our  best  customers  abroad  have  invested 
huge  sums  to  develop  our  resources  for  the 
express  purpose  of  securing  for  themselves 
continuing  sources  of  supply. 

But  as  Canadians,  we  are  quite  within 
our  rights  in  reserving  for  ourselves  an 
adequate  share  of  these  same  materials.  And 
we  will  be  doing  less  than  our  duty  to  our- 
selves and  our  sons  if  we  fail  to  press 
vigorously  a  program  of  more  complete  manu- 
facture --  right  across  the  board." 
That  is  the  end  of  the  quotation  from  Mr«  Lyle's 
speech.   That,  of  course,  is  very  much  in  line  with 
some  of  the  things  I  said  last  year,  things  which  were 
also  said  by  the  hon.  member  who  sits  on  my  right  (Iwr. 
Cox). 
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^fe  pointed  out  last  year  that  over  a  period 
of  ten  or  fifteen  years,  the  province  of  Ontario  had 
shipped  wood  pulp  and  pulpwood  to  the  United  States  to 
the  tune  of  one  hundred  and  thirty  million  dollars,  but, 
as  we  pointed  out  a  year  ago,  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
was  buying  from  the  United  States  one  hundred  and  thirty 
million  dollars  worth  of  wood  products,  manufactured 
from  the  raw  materials  shipped  from  Ontario  to  the 
United  States, 

Mow,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  may  be  asked  why  should 
a  member  from  a  Toronto  urban  riding  spend  time  dis- 
cussing  a  matter  of  this  kind.   I  will  tell  you  why. 
I  represent  a  v ery  populace  constituency.   There  are 
from  75,000  to  100,000  people  living  in  Bellwoods. 

MISS  KacPHAlL:  There  are  one  hundred  thousand 
electors  in  York  East. 

Ml.  MacLEOD:  Yes.  Of  course,  that  means  that 
we  have  thousands  of  children  in  our  grade  schools,  and 
our  technical  and  collegiate  schools,  and  we  have  many 
people  from  my  riding  who  are  going  to  the  University. 
The  parents  of  these  children  want  their  children  to 
become  doctors,  lawyers,  scientists,  engineers, 
electricians,  and  what-have-you.   There  is  very  close 
connection  between  the  future  of  the  children  in  the 
riding  of  Bellwoods  and  what  is  done  in  this  Province 
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to  further  our  technological  developments.   If  we 
really  come  to  grips  with  the  problem  of  manufacturing 
more  of  the  end  products  in  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
that  is  going  to  increase  and  enhance  the  oppor- 
tunities of  those  who  want  to  enter  such  professions 
as  I  have  mentioned.   So  the  question  of  the  steel 
industry,  for  instance,  at  the  head  of  the  Lakes, 
is  not  only  a  matter  which  concerns  the  people  who 
live  at  the  head  of  the  Lakes;  it  is  a  matter  of 
concern  to  all  the  people  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

I  suggest  to  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  that 
instead  of  feeling  so  elated  when  some  American 
comes  in  here  to  Eastern  Ontario  or  North-Western 
Ontario,  to  gain  possession  of  ore  deposits,  he 
should  feel,  rather,  a  sense  of  regret  that  insufficient 
is  being  done  in  this  Province  of  ours  to  extend  and 
expand  our  own  steel  industry  so  that  we  can  give 
more  employment  to  the  sons  of  Ontario  families. 

The  Hon*  Prime  hinister,  of  course,  does 
speak  very  expansively  of  the  great  future  which 
lies  ahead  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.   And  with 
that  we  agree.  But  may  I  suggest  a  few  of  the 
possibilities,  but  which  will  only  be  possible  if 
this  Government  does  something  now  to  make  certain 
that  we  arrive  at  our  destination. 
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I  say  the  Government  of  to-day  --  and 
certainly  the  Department  of  Planning  and  Development 
—  is  doing  nothing  about  it.  The  Hon,  Minister  of 
Planning  and  Development  (Mr.  Griesinger)  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  as  f ar  a s  I  am  concerned,  is 
simply  oblivious  to  the  obvious. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Oh,  oh. 

MR,  nacLEOD:  He  is  not  even  conscious  of  what 
he  should  be  doing  to  come  to  grips  with  that  problem. 
He  is  not  disturbed  when  the  boats  of  "Jimmy"  Dunn  are 
carrying  off  great  quantities  of  ore  to  the  United 
States,  when  some  of  them  should  be  employed,  taking 
the  wheat  from  Alberta,  Saskatchewan  and  hanitoba,  down 
to  the  seaboard  for  sale  in  the  markets  of  the  world. 

The  Government,  I  suggest,  has  a  responsibility 
for  tackling  this  problem.   The  Government  seems  to  be 
highly  satisfied  with  the  situation  at  the  head  of  the 
Lakes  to-day,  where  our  wealth  is  beint  pumped  under  the 
river  to  the  United  States.   They  do  not  seem  to  be  in 
the  least  alarmed  over  the  fact  that  for  every  job  the 
Ontario  forests  provide  for  Canada,  they  provide  three 
or  four  jobs  for  Americans  on  the  other  side  of  the 
line.  That  is  the  situation.   That  has  been  said  many 
times  before.  All  you  have  to  do  is  to  look.  Go 
across  the  river  and  you  will  see  scores  and  scores  of 
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mills  operating  on  a  twenty-four  hour  schedule  with  the 
raw  materials  from  Canada,  where  we  are  employing  only 
a  few  hundred  people  on  our  side  of  the  line.   And  we 
have  the  situation  in  Windsor,  where,  when  we  pick  up 
our  newspapers,  we  read  where  American  firms  are  employ- 
ing these  people  who  were  laid  off  in  T"indsor  by  the 
thousands. 

The  Hon.  Prime  Minister  is  going  to  undoubtedly 
say  something  about  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway.   I  do  not 
think  anybody  in  this  House  is  opposed  to  the  building 
of  the  Seaway.   I  think  all  of  us  who  really  believe 
that  Ontario  has  a  future  would  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  Ontario  should  do  the  whole  job  itself,  if  necessc.ry. 
But  that  has  to  be  part  of  a  prospective,  of  a  policy 
and  a  plan,  looking   -rward  to  the  greater  developments 
which  the  resources  of  this  Province  make  possible.  l~hat 
is  the  use  of  spending  two  hundred  million  dollars  of 
the  Ontario  taxpayers'  money  to  open  up  more  supply 

lines  to  take  the  wealth  of  Canada  to  the  United  States? 

I  do  not  consider  that  a  sound  investment  at  all,  because 

they  are  doing  very  well  now. 

The  hon.  member  for  Stormont  (Mr,  xicDonald) 

said  this  morning  that  God  has  given  us  the  great 

resources.  That  is  quite  true.  We  are  giving  them  to 

the  United  States, 
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SOMJi  hon.  teMB^tto:   Oh,  oh. 

MR.  MacL-OD:   I  do  not  think  there  is  much 
gratitude  in  that. 

Of  course,  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  would  say- 
that  they  will  come  to  these  things'' in  the  fullness  of 
time."   That  is  the  Tory  mind. 

I  received  a  little  brochure  in  the  mail 
about  a  year  ago  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  --  ;.ngus 
L's  --  which  says: 

"Calling  for  the  construction  of  the 
Chignecto  Canal,  l6£6  -  1950". 

The  campaign  for  the  completion  of  the 
Chignecto  Canal  began  away  back  in  l6#6,  and  the  spon- 
soring committee  has  issued  a  little  publication  com- 
memorating this  long-standing  effort  which  has  brought 
no  results. 

Last  year  I  was  down  in  ^ydney  Mines,  and  I 
met  a  lady  where  from  Newfoundland,  and  we:  were  dis- 
cussing this  canal,  ana  she  said,  in  her  Newfoundland 
way: 

"At  that  rate  they'll  never  lay  her  now; 
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she'll  have  to  grow." 

SOKE  hon.  iyiEf-BZiRS :  Oh,  oh. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  and  so  is  it  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario.   I  fear  that  many  of  these  things  which 
should  be  done,  will  never  be  done  under  the  leader- 
ship of  this  Government  at  all.    It  will  simply 
have  to  grow.   I  would  like  to  hear  the  Hon.  Prime 
Minister  say  something  about  that.   He  is  a  man  of 
vision.   If  he  was  travelling  in  better  company  and 
not  surrounded  by  such  reactionary  people,  he  has  the 
gifts  and  attributes  which  fit  him  to  make  a  leader 
of  the  nation,  certainly  a  better  leader  of  the  Tory 
Party  at  Ottawa  than  George  Drew.  There  might  be  a 
chance  that  they  might  "make  it"  with  him. 

SOME  hon.  kLi .BERb:  Oh,  oh. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  I  cannot  tell. 

But  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  is  very  cautious. 
T"hen  he  spoke  about  old-age  pensions  here  to-day,  he 
said, "Well,  after  all,  we  had  better  absorb  what  we 
have  already  undertaken."  He  spoke  of  this  four  hundred 
million  dollars  it  is  going,  to  cost  for  old-age  pensions. 
T  hen  it  comes  to  sicial  security  and  the  expenditure  of 
money  for  that  purpose,  the  Hon,  Prime  Minister  always 
gags,  as  if  his  Conservative  nature  and  outlook  were 
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outraged.  He  does  not  seem  to  be  concerned  about  the 
fact  that  in  the  next  three  years  this  country  will 
spend  five  billion  dollars  on  an  armament  program. 
That  is  a  lot  of  money.  You  know,  iir..  Speaker,  that 
the  amount  Canada  is  going  to  spend  in  the  armament 
race  in  the  next  five  years  is  in  excess  of  what  the 
entire  world  was  spending  on  armament  in  1936.   That 
shows  you  where  we  are  heading.   The  amount  of  money 
we  are  going  to  spend  on  armaments  in  the  next  three 
years  is  the  equivalent  of  one  dollar  for  every  minute 
which  has  ticked  on  the  clock  since  the  angels  sang, 
"Glory  to  God  in  the  highest,  and  on  earth  peace  and 
goodwill  to  men."  Let  the  accountants  figure  that  out; 
one  dollar  for  every  minute  since  Jesus  was  born  in 
Nazareth.  Of  course,  there  would  be  some  difference 
of  opinion  in  this  House  as  to  why  that  is  necessary. 
T'Te  could  debate  that,  but  surely  there  could  be  no 
disagreement  in  this  House  — 

MR.  FROST:  Who  does  the  hon.  member  (Mr. 
MacLeod)  say  is  spending  that  money? 

MR.  MacLEOD :  The  Dominion  Government,  with 
the  contribution  of  seventeen  million,  five  hundred 
thousand  dollars  a  year  from  you,  which  you  should  be 
using  in  Ontario, 
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I  say  there  may  be  differences  of  opinion  as 
to  the  reason  why  this  money  is  being  spent,  but  surely 
there  should  be  no  difference  of  opinion  that  there  is 
some  way  that  will  have  to  be  found  to  raise  the  money 
for  this  largest  armament  race  that  is  going  on  in  the 
world  to-day. 

I  said  to  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost) 
the  other  night,  that  in  a  certain  sense  --  not 
entirely  —  that  conflicts  and  disagreements  within 
nations  are  but  the  embodiment  of  conflicts  and  dis- 
agreements in  the  world. 

Frankly,  as  one  who  sat  in  this  House  in 
1945,  I  would  not  believe  I  would  be  sitting  here  in 
the  House  to-day  and  listening  to  the  Hon.  Prime 
Minister  on  the  Government  bench  talking  about  "under- 
standing" and  "goodwill"  with  Ottawa.  T."hat  did  we  hear 
in  those  days?  V7e  heard  the  Prime  Minister  of  Canada 
being  called  "yellow";  we  heard  the  Prime  Minister  of 
Canada  being  called,  "contemptible";  we  heard  on 
platform  after  platform  villification  and  slander  of 
the  leaders  of  the  Government  at  Ottawa.  That  day 
has  gone.  A  way  has  been  found  to  sit  down  and  discuss 
problems  and  to  reach  agreements  which  are  beneficial 
for  the  people  of  Canada.  Now  I  think  we  have  reached 
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in  this  armament  race  which  constitutes  such  a  crushing 
burden  of  taxes  on  the  backs  of  men  and  women  everywhere 
so  that  common  sense  has  to  intervene. 

I  think  it  was  Tennyson  who  said: 

"The  common  sense  of  most  shall  hold  the 

fretful  realm  in  awe." 

We  cannot  continue  as  we  are  going  to-day, 
and  some  way  has  to  be  found  to  break  the  vicious 
circle;  some  way  has  to  be  found  to  impress  upon 
governments  the  world  over,  that  people  want  to  sub- 
stitute negotiations  and  reason  for  the  use  of  force, 
and  I  do  not  care  who  is  using  it  anywhere  in  the  world. 
T"e  have  to  get  back  to  the  around-the-table  discussions, 
and  work  problems  out  on  the  basis  of  agreements,  or 
else  we  face  inevitably  disaster  for  ourselves  and  for 
our  children. 

I  noticed  the  other  day  --and  I  will  be  through 
in  a  minute  --  that  in  the  time  of  Julius  Caesar  it 
cost  seventy-five  cents  to  kill  a  man;  in  World  War  I, 
it  costs  ,21,000,.  and  in  V.Torld  TTar  II  it  cost  ^75,000. 
Somebody  is  making  quite  a  profit.  Surely  there  is  a 
connection  between  the  profits  made  in  the  armament 
business  and  the  fact  that  every  time  the  word  "peace" 
is  mentioned,  the  price  of  steel  goes  down  on  the 
market.  You  have  to  think  about  these  things.  The 
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province  of  Ontario  to-day  is  certainly  feeling  the 
effect  of  this  five-billion-dollar  armament  program, 
and  I  suggest  that  it  is  high  time  the  Government  of 
Ontario,  the  hon.  members  of  this  Legislature,  and 
the  people  of  Ontario  should  make  their  voices  heard 
on  the  urgency  and  necessity  of  saying  to  the  Govern- 
ment at  Ottawa,  "Take  some  positive  steps  which  will 
lead  in  the  restoration  of  peace  to  the  world." 

Now,  Jar.  Speaker,  I  must  say  in  conclusion 
that  I  am  extremely  sorry  that  the  Government  has 
turned  a  deaf  ear  to  the  pleas  which  were  made  in  this 
House  for  a  payment  of  ten  dollars  by  way  of  supplement 
to  the  old-age  pensions  in  this  Province,  I  do  not 
expect  that  the  Government  will  change  its  mind.  The 
Government  remains  very  cold-hearted  and  callous,  in 
my  opinion,  to  the  plight  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
men  and  women  who  have  served  this  Province  well. 

I  received  a  letter  this  morning  from 
Arnprior,  Ontario,  which  I  think  is  worth  reading. 
It  says : 

"I  was  very  glad  to  see  in  a  Toronto  paper 
a  petition  for  increasing  the  old-age  pension. 
I  am  a  widow,  sixty-seven  years  old,  and  I 
have  no  money.  I  am  writing  to  thank  you  for 
helping  the  old  folks.   I  had  to  walk  a  mile 
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and  a  half  down  the  road  this  morning  to 

sell  two  coke  bottles,  to  get  money  to  buy 

a  stamp  to  mail  this  letter." 
And  there  are  hundreds  of  letters  of  that  kind  coming 
in  every  day.   Think  of  a  woman  sixty-seven  years  of 
age  who  is  so  destitute  that  the  only  way  she  can  get 
postage  to  mail  a  letter  lending  her  support  to  the 
efforts  for  old-age  pensions,  is  to  walk  a  mile  and 
a  half  and  collect  the  money  for  two  coke  bottles  at 
a  country  store,  in  order  to  buy  the  stamp,   I  would 
like  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  to  ponder  over  that  a  bit. 

I  notice  that  the  Government  is  very  willing 
to  suggest  things  that  Ottawa  could  do  to  make  a  little 
easier  the  lot  of  the  people.   I  notice  the  Hon.  Minister 
of  "elfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  favours  a  Federal  subsidy 
for  basic  foods,  according  to  the  Globe  &  Mail  of 
September  14th.  "ell,  if  the  Government  is  sufficiently 
alarmed  over  the  shortages  of  these  things  for  the 
people  of  Ontario,  and  if  Ottawa  turns  a  deaf  ear,  and 
refuses  to  do  anything  about  it,  is  there  any  reason  why 
the  Government  of  Ontario  should  not  proceed  to  provide 
a  subsidy  for  milk?   I  have  heard  nobody  in  the  Liberal 
group  mention  that,   '."alter  Thompson  did  come  out  in 
favour  of  a  subsidy,  but  I  have  forgotten  the  amount. 
VJhy  does  not  the  Hon.  Minister  of  *  elfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow) 
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and  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  say  to  Ottawa, 
"Our  people  must  have  milk;  the  consumption  of  milk  is 
dropping  down  alarmingly,  because  the  price  is  going 
up;  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  prepared  to  match  cent 
for  cent  or  dollar  for  dollar,  anything  that  Ottawa  is 
prepared  to  pay."  Are  you  prepared  to  do  that  as  an 
investment  in  the  health  of  the  children  in  Ontario? 
Or  are  you  prepared  to  provide  a  free  half -pint  of 
milk  for  every  school-child  in  the  Province  of  Ontario? 
That  will  only  cost  a  few  million  dollars.   That  will 
help  improve  the  rising  price  of  milk  throughout  this 
Province. 

Of  course,  Mr.  Speaker,  everything  said  this 
afternoon  has  been  said  a  good  many  times  before,  and 
judging  from  past  experience,  I  guess  there  is  no 
reason  to  hope  that  we  will  get  very  much  consideration 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.   The  Government  is 
satisfied  it  is  doing  all  that  it  should  do.   The 
Hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Frost)  says  the  Government  is 
proud  of  its  record,  and  is  prepared  to  submit  that 
record  to  the  people  at  any  time,  and  anything  that  is 
wrong  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  any  inconvenience, 
any  need  which  exists  here,  is,  according  to  his  point 
of  view,  the  responsibility  of  somebody  else.   That,  of 
course  is  quite  a  change  from  a  few  years  ago  when  we 
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had  sort  of  an  Ontario  Republic,  with  an  iron  curtain 
around  it  and  a  barbed  wire  fence  --  why,  it  was  even 
wrong  for  Ottawa  to  pay  family  allowances  in  1944.  Now, 
somebody  else  is  responsible  for  Ontario  and  the  needs 
of  its  people. 

I  suggest  to  you  when  the  time  comes  to  take 
this  matter  to  the  people  of  this  Province,  you  will 
receive  a  big  surprise.   I  think  that  your  confidence 
in  the  outcome  of  an  appeal  on  the  basis  of  what  you 
have  either  done  or  failed  to  do,  is  a  little  misplaced 
to-day,  and  I  simply  want  to  say  that  as  far  as  we  are 
concerned,  .there  are  prepared  and  ready  to  debate  and 
discuss,  the  record  of  this  Government  in  the  two 
ridings  represented  by  the  hon.  member  for  St. Andrew 
(Mr.  Salsberg)  and  myself.   It  matters  not  whether  you 
decide  to  hold  an  election  on  the  7th  of  November,  or 
the  7th  of  June,  or  the  7th  of  next  August.   I  think 
that  instead  of  feeling  so  puffed  up,  and  so  proud  of 
yourselves,  you  ought  to  just  remember  that  at  a  time 
when  you  have  millions  of  dollars  at  your  disposal,  — 
according  to  my  computation,  in  the  current  year 
something  like  seventy-seven  million  five  hundred 
thousand  dollars,   upon  which  you  can  lay  your  hands  -- 
with  all  that  revenue  at  your  disposal,  you  refuse  to 
invest  a  few  million  dollars  to  repair  the  health  and 
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restore  the  morale  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  aged 
people  in  this  Province. 

Instead  of  paying  attention  to  the  health 
and  welfare  of  the  people  of  Ontario,  this  Government, 
for  the  last  few  months  at  least,  has  spent  most  of 
its  time  sending  its  ministers  throughout  the  province 
repairing  the  political  fences  of  the  Government. 
That  is  what  you  have  been  doing,  and  when  the  time 
comes,  you  will  get  the  reaction  of  the  people  to  the 
cold  indifference  you  have  shown  regarding  their 
welfare. 

The  agreement  was  that  we  adjourn  at  four 
o'clock  and  that  gives  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  (Mr. 
Frost)  about  fifty-five  minutes  to  unload  all  the' 
wisdom  that  is  on  his  mind.'  I  will  only  say,  with 
respect  to  the  amendment,  that  we  agree  with  it  in 
principle,  but  we  think  it  is  a  bit  vague,  and  that 
it  could  be  made  a  bit  more  specific,  and  when  the 
moment  comes,  I  shall  move  a  slight  amendment  which  I 
am  sure  will  be  acceptable  to  the  Hon.  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  Jolliffe)  and  to  the  leader  of  the 
group  to  my  right  (Mr,  Oliver) . 

(PageBB-18  follows) 
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HON.  LESLIE  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister) : .Mr, 

Speaker,  as  I  said  at  the  outset  of  this  cession, -it 
was  not'  my  intention  on  this  occasion  to  make  a 
speech  --  if  I  may  put  it  that  way  --  but  a  great  deal 
has  been  said  here  since  ten-thirty  this  morning,  which 
tends  to  incite  me  to  make  a  speech. 

I  listened  with  great  care  and  with  greater 
interest  to  everything  which  has  been  said  here,  and 
may  I  say  that  I  have  never  heard  the  Opposition  in 
a  gloomier  state  of  mind  than  they  are  here  on  this 
very  day.  The  words  of  gloom  by  the  Hon.  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  continued  by  the  representative  of 
the  Liberal  group,  who  spoke  about  "a  voice  crying 
in  the  wilderness",  and  then  concluded  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bellwoods  (Mr.  kacLeod),  who  spoke  so 
gloomily  about  this  Province,  and  its  great  future; 

how  things  were  generally  "going  to  pot",  and  how  we 

activities 
were  engaged  in  war-like/  which  are  not  in  the  line 

of  the  thinking  in  this  country,  --  these  are  the 

courses  of  the  speeches  I  have  heard  to-day. 

MR,  MacLSOD:  You  might  at  least  quote  me 

accurately, 

(Take  "CC"  follows) 
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Mh.  FROST:  After  all,  in  this  great  country  of 
ours,  with  all  its  possibilities,  I  like  people  to  talk 
optimistically  -as  they  should  talk  in  this  land  of  ours- 
and  I  can  only  advise  my  friends  of  the  Opposition  that 
they  have  given  the  people  of  Ontario  the  very  best 
reason,  when  the  time  comes,  to  return  them  here  in 

reduced  numbers. 

i 
I 

MR.  HARRY  WALTERS  (Bracondale ) :   The  wish  is 
father  to  the  thought! 

MR.  FROST:  lie   will  come  to  that  later.   I  would 
like  to  conclude  ,in  the  time  I  stated,  and  I  promise  to 
do  so. 

A  number  of  points,  and  very  interesting  ones, 
have  been  raised  by  the  Opposition,  and  to  these  I  shall 
refer.  At  the  outset  I  should  like  to  allude  to  the 
concluding  note  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bellwoods  (Mr. 
MacLeod)   in  connection  with  the  international  situation 
and  the  position  of  our  country.  In  doing  so,  I  might 
say  that  I  think  what  he  said  was  quite  irrelevant  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  Nevertheless,  as  he  has 
raised  it,  and  there  is  the  possibility  of  him  raising 
amendments  in  connection  with  it,  I  might  just  say 
first  of  all  that  v/e  of  this  House  are  people  of  peace. 
No  doubt  about  that.   I  want  to  say  for  myself,  sir,  that 
I  am  a  man  of  peace. 
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MR.  McLEOD:   I  believe  that. 

MR.  FROST:   I  had  my  own  experiences  in  the 
First  ./arid  War.  After  these  experiences  I  would  never 
wish  for  another  human  being  that  it  should  be  his  lot 
to  be  thrown  into  such  experiences.   I  want  to  say- 
further  that  I  am  satisfied  that  the  Prime  Minister  of 
this  country  is  a  man  of  peace.   I  do  not  believe  that 
Mr.  St.  Laurent  or  his  followers  are  men  of  warlike  intent 
They  are  not;  they  are  men  of  peace.   But  what  my 
friend  has  said  concerning  peace,  concerning  the 
expenditures  of  Canada,  and  concerning  the  backing  which 
I  think  this  House  would  give  to  the  Canadian  government 
in  the  present  situation  is  only  calculated  to  create 
a  misapprehension  as  to  the  objectives  of  this  Nation. 
After  all,  we  are  not  arming  and  re-arming  for  the 
purposes  of  waging  war,  but  to  protect  our  way  of  life 
and  to  make  it  possible  that  our  way  of  life  may  be 
extended  to  other  countries  which  at  the  present  time 
are  not  so  privileged  as  ourselves. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear! 

ME.  FROST:   That  is  our  position.   There  may  be 
references  in  my  remarks  to  rearmament  and  to  the  effects 
of  rearmament  upon  us  here  in  Ontario.  I  am  steadfastly 
of  the  opinion  that  the  Federal  Government  is  taking  the 
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right  and  indeed  the  only  course  in  connection  with 
rearmament.   I  have  been  much  impressed  with  the 
attitude  of  the  people  of  the  old  land,  and  of  Mr.Attlee's 
government.  When  I  read  Mr.  Gaitskell's  statement  that 
they  were  resolved  to  protect  the  democratic  way  of 
life  in  the  United  Kingdom  and  in  the  world,  and  that 
to  do  so  they  have  nine  hundred  thousand  men  under 
arms  and  are  straining  their  economy  to  the  limit,  I 
have  nothing  but  admiration  for  them.   Indeed  I  feel 
that  a  government  such  as  that  led  by  Mr.  Attlee  would 
not  do  what  they  are  doing  if  the  dangers  were  not 
very  grave  and  acute. 

MR..  W.J.GRUMMETT  (Cochrane  South):   That  is  right. 

MR.  FROST:   I  do  not  want  anything  that  I  may 
say  to  lead  this  House  to  believe  that  we  would  do 
anything  to  divide  our  Nation's  effort  in  these  days 
of  very  great  danger  and  difficulty;  and  I  say  again 
that  what  these  people  are  doing,  men  and  women, 
regardless  of  political  party,  is  to  ensure  peace,  not 
to  bring  on  wars  in  the  world. 

I  have  noted  here  a  number  of  matters  that  my 
friends  have  referred  to,  and  I  shall  go  over  them  very 
hurriedly.  .  I  think  the  answers  are  really  plain  to  my 
friends  opposite,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  if  they  would 
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go  out  into  the  sunshine  and  look  around  them,  their 
pessimism  would  be  dispelled  and  they  would  feel  that 
many  of  their  gloomy  forecasts  were  not  justified. 

As  regards  housing  and  credits,  I  think  they 
pretty  well  run  together.   I  must  say  that  I  have  been 
mystified  by  the  actions  of  the  Federal  government  in 
that  regard.   I  notice  that  there  seems  to  be  approval 
of  that  statement,  even  over  there  "in  the  wilderness". 
On  the  one  hand,  there  is  the  argument,  such  as  we 
heard  the  other  night,  against  any  control.   But  what 
is  the  present  direction  of  credit  but  a  control,  and 
with  the  most  far-reaching  results  in  this  country  of 
ours?  As  a  matter  of  fact  we  are  faced  with  credit 
controls  which  very  adversely  affect  our  housing 
position,  the  matter  of  employment  in  certain  parts  of 
our  land,  and,  certainly,  the  financing  of  this  and 
other  provinces  and  of  the  municipalities  across  this 
country.  I  must  admit,  sir,  that  I  find  it  very 
difficult  to  follow  the  reasoning  which  seeks  to  show 
that  we  have  in  this  country  very  large  sums  of 
dollars  chasing  --  it  is  argued  —  too  few  goods 
and  driving  up  the  prices  and  values  of  goods,  so  that 
it  is  necessary  to  drain  off  some  of  these  dollars, 
yet  because  certain  things  are  definitely  controlled 
this  and  other  provinces  and  the  municipalities  are  being 
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driven  into  the  New  York  market  to  get  money.  I  must 
admit  that  I  cannot  follow  the  reasoning  there.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  good.   And  I  think  that  in  these 
difficult  days,  in  face  of  the  needs  of  rearmament  and 
the  requirements  of  our  country  in  matters  of  expansion, 
we  must  face  u^:  to  these  problems.   I  will  say  that 
existing  controls  are  causing  unemployment  in  parts  of 
this  province  and  elsewhere  in  Canada. 

To  come  directly  to  the  matter  of  housing  — 
because  I  have  only  a  few  minutes  —  let  me  point  out 
that  in  this  province  by  the  end  of  last  year,  we  were 
up  to  about  the  thirty-five  thousand  mark.   It  is  true 
that  we  had  shortages  of  material,  but  we  about  reached 
the  thirty-five  thousand  mark  and  towards  the  end  of 
last  year  I  stated  that  we  should  be  up  to  about  fifty 
thousand  sometime  at  the  end  of  1951.  How  are  we  to 
put  these  things  together:  the  concentrations  of 
population  that  will  be  created  by  the  growing  industry 
of  this  province,  representing  a  population  increase  of 
ten  thousand  a  month,  and  the  restrictions  on  housing 
and  on  credits  with  which  to  build  houses?  I  should 
think  that  the  solution  must  first  be  looked  for  with 
a  definite  approach  to  the  control  and  management  of 
materials  that  go  into  houses.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
would  be  possible  to  go  to  our  manufacturers  and  ask 
them  to  give  priority  to  the  manufacture  of,  say,  certain 


CC-6 


classes  of  furniture,  certain  classes  of  plumbing, 
and  of  other  articles  which  go  into  houses,  so  that 
a  standard  type  of  housing  equipment  would  be  available. 
Combined  with  this,  the  restoration  of  the  one-sixth 
mortgage  advance , which  reduces  the  down-payment,  and 
the  relaxation  of  credits  through  the  banks,  to  enable 
builders  to  go  ahead;  under  those  conditions  I  am 
satisfied  that  we  could  promise  the  people  of  this 
province  at  least  fifty  thousand  houses  a  year.   Com- 
bined with  that,  of  course,  would  be  our  own  proposals 
for  rental  housing,  in  which  we  are  prepared  to  go  up  to 
twenty-five  thousand  units,  and  we  have  started  off 
with  five  thousand  units  as  a  pilot  plant  project. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  impossible  from  the 
standpoint  of  public  participation  alone  to  meet  the 
needs  of  this  province,  and,  indeed,  I  agree  with  my 
colleague  the  Minister  of  Planning  and  Development  (Mr. 
Griesinger)  that  it  would  be  undesirable.   The  more  we 
can  encourage  people  to  build  and  own  their  own  houses 
and  homes,  the  better. 

I  waa  interested  in  what  my  friend  from  North 
Waterloo  (Mr.  Brown)  said  about  the  "voice  crying  in 
the  wilderness . " 

MB.  A.  CHARTRAND  (Ottawa,  East):   You  have 
some  crying  over  there,  too. 
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MR.  FROST:  That  voice  has  been  crying  from  the 
wilderness  --  in  the  words,  I  think,, of  "The  Battle  Hymn 
of  the  Republic",  from  a  hundred  distant  points.   That 
is,  a  hundred  and  eight.   Or  something  like  that. 

MR.  OLIVER:   And  so  far  ahead  that  you  will 
never  catch  up. 

MR.  FROST:  He  should  not  find  it  necessary 
to  cry  from  a  hundred  and  eight  or  a  hundred  and  nine 
different  points  in  this  province.  All  he  has  to  do 
is  to  stand  up  in  his  place  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
where  he  was  elected  to  represent  his  people,  and  demand 
that  these  things  be  done. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear! 

MR.  SALSBERG:   That  applies  to  your  supporters. 
Remember  that. 

MB.  FROST:  Wait  till  I  am  through,  and  you 
will  come  over  and  join  us;  you  will  be  so  glad  to. 

In  hurrying  along  I  should  like  to  refer  for 
a  moment  to  highways  and  to  say  this,  that  this  govern- 
ment, through  its  Minister  of  Highways  (Mr.  Doucet)' 
has  been  for  a  number  of  years  carrying  on  a  very  great 
program.   I  can  say  this,  after  the  eight  years  that 
the  Minister  has  presided  oyer  that  Department;  there  are 
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no  political  contracts,  there  is  only  business,  which 

has  been  continued  throughout  in  the  best  interests  of 

the  people  of  this  province.  That  is  a  pretty  good 
record. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS'  Hear,  hear! 

MR.  FROST:  Some  comment  has  been  made  about 
"piecemeal  developments"  in  this  province.  I  am  not 
sure  whether  it  was  my  friend  from  l/aterloo  North  who 
mentioned  that. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:   No,  I  did. 

MR.  GRUMMETT:   "Bits  and  pieces". 

MR.  FROST:   Let  me  say  to  him  there;  supposing 
you  represented  one  of  the  ridings  that  is  awaiting 
great  developmental  work.   There  are  ninety  in  this 
province.  You  may  come  from  Kenora  or  you  may  come 
from  the  Renfrews,  or  you  may  come  from  the  Simcoes, 
or  some  other  place.   After  all,  in  a  land  such  as 
this,  when  you  go  to  a  place  you  find  that  that  place 
regards  itself  as  being  the  most  important  in  the 
province;  and  so  it  is,  to  the  people  who  live  there. 
My  friend  from  South  Grey  (Mr.  Oliver)  goes  to  Chatsworth; 
the  people  of  Chatsworth  say  that  theirs  is  the  finest 
community  in  the  province.   That  attitude  is  found  in  a 
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thousand  places  to  which  one  goes  across  this  province, 
and  it  is  right.   I  ask  him,  what  would  you  do?  Would 
you  concentrate  all  the  works  in  1951  in  one  riding, 
and  then  next  year  move  over  to  another  riding,  and 
let  the  people  of  South  Grey  figure  that  they  would  be 
reached  about  the  year  1975? 

MS.  OLIVER:   It  locks  like  that  now. 

MR.  FROST:   I  happened  to  be  in  my  friend's 
riding  not  long  ago  —  and  I  wasn't  there  on  political 
business  either  --  and  I  never  saw  the  roads  in  such 
good  shape. 

MR.  OLIVER:   Well,  I  built  them. 

MR.  FROST:   What  I  have  said  is  true  across 
this  province.  Far  and  wide  over  the  province  you  will 
find  mighty  improvements  in  road  conditions,  and  those 
not  only  on  the  big  highways  that  take  the  fast 
traffic,  but  in  places  where  the  "mill-run"  of  our 
people  live,  --  snow-plowed  roads,  better  road  con- 
ditions. 

I  might  say  as  Treasurer  I  often  look  back 
to  the  first  year  that  I  brought  in  a  Budget,  eight  or 
nine  Budgets  ago,  and  the  time  when  we  provided  three 
million  dollars  for  municipal  roads.   My  friend  from 
South  Grey  (Mr.  Oliver)  ought  to  get  up  and  throw  his 
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hat  in  the  air  for  a  government  that  would  spend  and 
give  to  the  municipalities  of  this  province  ten  times 
as  much  money,  --  thirty  million  dollars  this  past 
year. 

MR.  0UY3R:  .And  take  from  them,  ten  times  as 
much . 

MR.  FROST:  Who  is  paying  for  them?  Let  me 
point  out  that  we  have  heard  of  something  over  a  million 
registrations.   I  think  my  friend  the  Minister  of  "Ro- 
Creation"     (Mr.  Cecile)  will  say  that  we  have  five 
or  six  million  cars  coming  into  this  province  this 
year.   Is  that  not  right?    He  says  that  is  a  small 
estimate.  Well,  I  am  always  on  the  safe  side.  We  will 
say  that  there  are  five  or  six  million  cars  coming  into 
this  province.  What  my  friend  over  there  would  do  would 
be  to  reduce  the  taxes  for  our  visitors  and  leave  our 
people  to  pay  the  bills.   That  is  the  sense  of  the 
argument  that  he  makes. 

MR.  DENhlSON:   Do  not  f of get  the  one  cent  a 
mile  tax. 

MR.  FROST:   In  hurrying  along,  I  should  like 
to  make  some  reference  to  the  Seaway.   Our  position  has 
been  made  abundantly  clear.  We  have  been  favourable  to 
the  Seaway  from  the  commencement  of  things.   I  think  we 
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did  our  best  to  induce  our  cousins  to  the  south  to  come 
into  this.   The  word  had  not  been  flashed  over  the  wires 
to  us  that  the  people  on  the  other  side  had  rejected 
the  proposals  that  we  made,  before  we  said  that  we 
v.rere  prepared  to  "go  it  alone",  and  we  got  in  touch  with 
the  Federal  government  to  that  end.   Our  plans  are 
ready;  we  can  use  the  power;  we  are  prepared,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  go  ahead. 

As  regards  being  more  specific  about  matters, 
let  me  point  this  out,  that  after  all  the  Prime 
Minister  of  this  country  must  deal  with  the  international 
aspects  of  this  problem.  We  here  have  our  ptooblem.  We 
have  our  sister  province  of  Quebec.  We  have  the 
Federal  government.   We  have  the  State  of  New  York,  — 
probably  the  City  of  Hew  York.   And  we  have  the 
government  of  the  United  Spates.   These  matters  involve 
delicate  negotiations.   I  want  to  state  frankly  to 
this  House  that  we  have  been  in  the  closest  consultation 
for  a  considerable  period  of  time  with  the  Federal 
government;  and  I  notice  that  the  papers  say  who  have 
been  our  main  negotiators,  --  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission,  the  Vice-chairman,  Mr.  ^H^arn,  the  General 
Manager,  and  Mr.  Magone ,  the  Deputy  Attorney  General. 

e  have  been,  as  I  said,  in  close  negotiation  and  con- 
sultation with  the  Federal  authorities  over  this  matter; 
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and  I  think  it  is  only  fair  and  proper  to  say  that  the 
next  announcements  in  connection  with  this  must  come 
from  the  Prime  Minister  of  Canada  himself.   To  pre- 
judge, to  say  something  here  that  would  make  these 
delicate  negotiations  more  difficult  and  delicate  for 
him,  would  be  totally  undesirable.   But  I  would  like 
here  to  re-affirm  my  faith  in  this  country  by  saying 
that  Canada  is  prepared  and  is  able  to  "go  it  alone". 
Much  as  we  would  like  our  friends  from  the  south  to 
come  into  partnership  with  us,  if  they  do  not  want  to 
do  so,  we  must  ask  them  to  step  out  of  the  way  and  not 
interfere  with  our  doing  the  job. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:   Hear,  hear  J 

MB.  FROST:   In  concluding  on  that  point  that 
has  been  raised  by  my  friends,  let  me  say  that  this 
project  has  been  talked  of  for  jwenty-five  years  or  more 
I  v/ould  point  out  to  those  prophets  of  gloom  across  the 
way  who  say  that  nothing  is  being  done  and  who  cannot 
look  above  the  troubles  which  seem  to  becloud  and 
surround  them,  that  this  is  being  done  by  this  govern- 
ment after  twenty-five  years. 

SOME  hon.  MEkBSRS:  Hear,  hear! 

MR.  OLIVER:   What  is  being  done? 
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MR.  FROST:  I  am  satisfied  of  this,  that  the 
Seaway  will  proceed,  that  Ontario  will  be  a  partner, 
and  that  it  will  not  be  long,  it  will  be  a  very  short 
time  until  this  great  project  will  be  proceeded  with. 

Looking  at  the  amendment  which  has  been  intro- 
duced by  my  friends  opposite,  let  me  say  this  to  them. 
In  1943  this  House  embarked  on  the  wrong  policy,  it 
started  off  on  the  wrong  foot  in  connection  with  paying 
bonuses.   At  that  time  I  must  admit  that  it  seemed  to 
me  to  be  the  course  that  should  be  taken.   It  was  one 
of  those  things  in  which,  generally,  we  were  all  wrong. 
That  proceeded  until  1949,  and  we  never  got  any  action 
anywhere  until  one  morning  towards  the  close  of  the 
Session  of  1949  the  proposal  was  made  by  the  Minister 
of  Public  Welfare  (Mr.  Goodfellow)  that  we  abandon  this 
bonus  business  and  that  we  pay  our  percentage  or  pro- 
portion of  the  $10.  increase.  Within  two  or  three  weeks 
that  was  accepted  by  the  Federal  government  and  the 
basic  pension  was  raised  to  $40.  a  month. 

(Take  "DD"  follows) 


DD-1 


After  all  the  experimentation  that  took 
place  over  the  preceding  six  or  seven  years,  -then  the 
solution  became  plain,  and  our  friends  admitted,  as 
the  result  of  that  morning  in  this  Assembly  and  what 
was  undertaken  at  that  moment,  the  pension  was  raised 
to  forty  dollars  a  month  and  here,  years  later,  we 
are  able  to  come  to  this  House  with  an  agreement,  and 
we,  in  this  Legislature,  are  the  first  Parliament  in 
Canada  to  pass  that  legislation,  and  make  this  great 
reform  available  for  our  people.  No  other  Legislature 
has  passed  that  legislation.   Sir,  we  are  the  first  to 
do  that . 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  face  of  the  great  progress 
we  have  made,  in  the  face  of  the  great  reforms  we  are 
able  to  introduce  in  this  Legislature,  and  if  passed 
this  week,  these  prophets  of  gloom  who  sit  opposite  — 
these  people  who  all  think  differently  —  ask  us  to 
take  the  old  car  and  get  it  off  the  trolley  again. 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  not  the  way  to  make  progress. 

I  ask  the  hon.  members  opposite  who  failed 
at  every  Dominion-Provincial  Conference,  the  group 
opposite  represented  by  eleven  or  twelve  hon.  members, 
who  did  not  come  out  of  a  single  Federal-Provincial 
Conference  with  anything  of  value  -- 

MR.  HARRY  NIXON  (Brant):  That  is  not  correct. 
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MR.  FROST:  T/"hy  did  you  not  take  the  course 
we  took,  when  nothing  was  ever  done? 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  That,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  what 
happened  with  the  hon.  members  opposite,  and  on  both 
sides,  the  prophets  of  gloom  sit  and  side  in  with  them, 
in  a  policy  of  that  sort. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  satisfied  with  this  —  and 
it  is  true  —  that  more  progress  has  been  made  in  the 
last  two  years  in  legislation  calculated  to  help  our 
citizens  than  ever  before  in  the  history  of  this  Province, 
and,  indeed,  I  say  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bellwoods 
(Mr.  MacLeod)  in  any  Province  in  Canada. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  He  admits  that.  When  I  look  at 
what  we  have  dune  to  better  the  lot  of  our  people;  when 
I  look  at  this  Session  in  this  Legislature,  with  legis- 
lation introduced  and  passed  to  bring  in  nearly  two 
hundred  thousand  more  people,  and  to  assist  them  in 
these  difficult  days;  when  I  look  at  the  legislation 
we  have  introduced  to  abolish  discrimination  on  the 
ground  of  race  or  creed;  when  I  look  at  all  the  plans 
with  which  this  Government  has  proceeded,  after  all 
these  years  of  talk,  plans  for  assistance  to  handicapped 
persons;  when  I  look  at  the  assistance  to  municipalities, 
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and  realize  that  by  this  one  measure  alone,  further 
assistance  is  given  to  the  municipalities  of  our 
Province,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  think  that  the  hon. 
members  of  the  Opposition  would  go  outside  and  hang 
their  heads  in  shame  for  their  lack  of  faith  in  this 
country  and  in  this  Province. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like 
to  say  something  about  Federal-Provincial  relationships, 
just  for  a  moment.   I  would  not  want  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Waterloo  to  go  around  repeating  that  speech  of 
his  which  is  so  out-of-date  and  so  incorrect,   I  would 
like  to  give  him,  as  I  gave  him  the  other  day,  the  true 
picture  of  the  situation. 

I  may  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  giving  to  this 
House  statements  of  these  last  five  years,  which  will 
end  oii  the  31st  of  March  next  year,  there  are  certain 
things  which  we  have  to  reconcile.   First  of  all  is 
this;  that  when  we  prepare  a  statement  as  of  the  31st 
of  March  next  year  to  make  the  statement  fair,  we  must 
include  in  it  payments  which  are  made  by  the  Federal 
Government  up  to  the  30th  of  June  next  year.  And  the 
reason  for  that  is,  that  payments  under  the  Dominion- 
Provincial  agreement  by  those  who  accepted  it,  are  not 
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all  concluded  on  the  31st  of  torch  next  year,  but  are 
continued  to  the  30th  of -June.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  provide  for  a  fair  reconciliation,  you  have  to 
advance  the  payments  which  will  be  made  up  to  the 
30th  of  June  next  year,  from  the  31st  of  March. 

To  get  a  fair  picture,  we  must  remember 
that  on  the  31st  of  March  next  year,  the  taxes  which 
accrue  to  the  Province  are  not  all  due.   In  some 
cases  they  may  be  due,  but  may  be  unpaid.  There  is  a 
backlog  inevitably  at  that  point,  and  to  arrive  at  a 
true  picture,  you  have  to  accelerate  the  payments  on 
both  sides. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  be  just  as  satisfied 
not  to  accelerate  the  payments,  for  this  reason;  that  in 
order  to  effect  that  condition,  I  am  accelerating  some 
twenty-six  and  one-half  million  dollars,  which  will  come 
from  the  Federal  Government,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  am  only  accelerating  about  ten  million  dollars  in 
arrears  of  taxes.   So  if  you  leave  both  of  these 
payments  out  of  the  picture  I  have  given  you,  it  is 
better. 

However,  I  think  to  get  a  t rue  picture  of 
what  is  taking  place,  I  should  accelerate  both  of  these 
amounts.  And  this  is  the  picture:   the  total  of  the 
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proposed  payments  as  of  the  31st  of  March,  1952,  with 
the  June  30th  payments  of  next  year  brought  forward  into 
it,  is  'A47,2#7,000,  which  is  about  three  and  one- 
quarter  million  dollars  more  than  quoted  by  the  hon. 
member  (Mr.  Brown)  this  morning. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  have  these  things: 
our  revenue  which  will  be  actually  in  that  period  of 
time,  is  comprised  of: 

"Statutory  Subsidies  ^16,269,000. 

Corporation  Taxes  332,7^4,000. 

Succession  Duties  $4,746,000. 

Mining  Royalties  7,000,000. 

Logging  Royalties  1,000,000. 

Balance  of  taxes  due  or  uncol- 
lected, 10,000,000. 

Making  a  total  of  451,799,000." 

That  means  that  the  surplus  of  collections 
would  be  four  and  one-half  million  dollars  greater  from 
the  fields  we  have  occupied,  than  they  would  be  from 
the  total  rental  of  all  the  fields  we  were  asked  to 
rent. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  you  take  out  these  accelerated 
payments,  and  leave  them  just  for  this  year,  the  Dominion 
total  would  be  reduced  by  twenty-six  and  one-half  million 
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dollars,  and  our  total  would  be  reduced  by  ten  million 
dollars,  which  would  increase  the  balance  in  favour  of 
our  own  tax  collections. 

If  you  add  to  that  the  five  percent  which  we 
feel  the  Dominion  has  collected,  and  which  they  might 
justly  and  properly  pay  to  us,  you  would  add  another 
seventy-two  million  dollars  to  that  figure,  making 
a  balance  in  our  favour  of  nearly  seventy-seven  million 
dollars.   That  last  item,  of  course,  I  am  not  raising. 

I  would  say  to  the  hon.  members  opposite 
that  I  think  the  fact  is,  that  sum  is  owed  to  us  as 
there  is  recognition  of  that  in  the  new  proposal.   I 
say  that  quite  frankly.  But,  nevertheless,  f or  t he 
last  five  years  I  think  we  can  complain  of  some  injustice 
perhaps  to  the  two  central  Provinces  in  that  regard. 
However,  we  have  been  able  to  go  ahead  without  any 
increase  in  those  rates,  indeed,  with  some  reduction 
in  those  rates  since  1947,  and  we  have  been  able  to 
come  out  in  front  in  a  transaction  which  our  hon.  friends 
opposite  urged  us  not  to  carry  on. 

To-day  we  stand,  as  I  say,  having  hurt  nobody, 
having,  indeed,  strengthened  the  Federal  position,  having 
given  to  our  people  greater  services,  coming  to  this 
House  with  an  old-age  pension  proposal  which  the  hon. 
members' opposite  said  could  not  come  about,  and  yet  with 
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our  powers  undiminished  and  with  this  whole  Province 
in  a  position  to  go  ahead  and  finance  its  way,  build 
the  seaway,  extend  to  our  people  the  finest  of  services, 
expand  our  services  in  education,  give  free  schoolbooks 
to  our  children,  and  all  these  other  things,  and,  still, 
Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  been  able  to  balance  our  budget, 
our  credit  was  never  greater  or  cleaner  than  it  is  at 
the  present  time,  and  we  are  able  to  go  into  the  money 
markets,  not  only  in  Canada,  but  in  the  principal  money 
markets  of  the  world,  and  they  like  to  get  Ontario 
securities.   If  the  hon.  members  opposite  who  are  so 
gloomy,  and  are  talking  about  the  fact  that  this  old 
Province  is  "going  to  the  dogs",  I  ask  them  to  look  — 

MR.  MacLEOD:  Who  said  that? 

MR.  FROST:  Why,  the  hon.  member  for  Bellwoods 
(Mr.  MacLeod). 

I  listened  to  the  hon.  member;  he  had  his 
head  down,  bowed  in  sorrow;  he  laboured  the  problems  and 
evils  which  were  over-taking  this  fair  Province  of  ours, 
in  a  day  of  its  greatest  expansion  and  development. 

I  could  not  help  thinking,  when  he  was  speaking, 
about  these  things.  He  spoke  about  the  fact  that  nothing 
is  being  done.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  was  first  elected  to 
this  Legislature  back  in  1937,  I  remember  a  very  eloquent 
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leader  of  the  small  remnant  opposite  came  to  the  good  old 
town  of  Lindsay  and  spoke  about  "back  to  Niagara".   He 
never  took  them 'back  to  Niagara".  He,  and  those  who  were 
with  him  took  the  people  back  to  the  wilderness. 

SQL4E  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  He  never  took  them  back  to  Niagara. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  that  is  the  last  we  heard  of 
Niagara.  Who  took  you  back  to  Niagara?  This  Government, 
right  here.  You  are  back  to  Niagara  to-day  with  the 
greatest  project  imaginable,  which  is  going  to  provide 
nearly  one  million  horiepower  to  raise  the  living  standards 
of  the  people  of  this  Province.  That  is  what  this  Govern- 
ment has  done. 

I  have  told  you  about  our  relationship  with 
other  Governments;  what  about  the  bankrupt  policies  of 
the  hon.  members  opposite,  whose  "great  record"  to-day  is 
that  they  never  conducted  a  successful  Dominion-Provincial 
Conference. 

MR.  NIXON:  That  is  not  correct,  Mr,  Speaker. 

MR.  FROST:  They  walked  out  of  the  Conference  -- 

MR.  N1Z0N:  Will  the  Hon.  Prime  Minister  grant 
me  one  observation  here  this  Session?  What  about  the 
wartime  tax  agreement?  Was  that  not  a  successful  con- 
ference? 

MR.  FROST:  I  would  not  say  it  was.   If  that  is 
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what  you  call  "successful",  it  cost  us  about  one  hundred 
million  dollars  down  there.  You  went  down  there  when  the. 
enemy  was  at  the  gate  and  you  did  give  away  — 

MR.  MaeLEOI):  It  was  a  small  price  to  pay. 

MR.  FROST:  —with  the  consent  of  this  Assembly, 
the  people  did  not  hesitate  to  pay  to  win  the  war,  but  that 
was  not  a  "successful"  Federal-Provincial  Conference. 

MR.  NIXON:  You  agreed  with  it  at  the  time. 

MR.  FROST:  Of  course,  and  I  would  agree  with 
it  again.   If  we  were  faced  again  with  a  similar  situation, 
if  it  was  necessary  for  us  to  pull  in  our  belts,  we  would 
be  glad  to  do  it  to  maintain  our  way  of  life  and  keep  the 
old  flag  flying. 

'SOME  HON.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR,  FROST:  Of  course  we  would. 

Nothing  ever  came  from  other  conferences 
except  a  lot  of  steam,  and  except  that  somebody  walked 
out  mad,  and  threw  something  on  the  floor.  Now  that  we 
are  able  to  go  down  and  sit  with  the  governments  of 
Canada,  federally  and  provincially,  and  arrive  at  a  fruit- 
ful agreement,  and  bring  it  back  to  this  Assembly  for  you 
to  pass  upon,  you  are  complaining,  and  yet  the  hon.  members 
of  the  Opposition  yesterday  were  so  anxious  to  vote  for  a 
Government  measure  that  they  rose  in  their  own  places  and 
voted  for  it,  and  asked  that  their  votes  be  recorded  for 
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the  legislation  which  was  being  advanced  by  this 
Government. 

MR.  WISMER:  Which  we  advanced  ten  years  ago. 

MR.  FROST:  I  think  the  people  of  Cape  Breton 
should  be  ashamed  to  have  such  an  ambassador  go  out 
from  that  island,  spreading  such  gloom,  that  he  should 
hang  his  head  in  shame,  and  yet  here  to-day  he  says 
that  nothing  is  being  done. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS J  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  What  about  the  seaway?  For  twenty- 
five  years  we  have  been  talking  about  it. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  And  are  dtill  talking. 

MR.  FROST:  The  hon.  members  opposite  are  doing 
the  talking.  We  are  doing  the  acting.   It  will  be  a 
fact. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  It  will  be  a  fact,  not  because  of 
the  prophets  of  gloom  opposite  — 

MR.  SALSBERG:  You  are  certainly  very  active 
to-day. 

MR.  FROST:  --  but  because  of  people  who  have 
faith  in  Canada  and  faith  in  this  Province.  This  will 
be  done. 

MR.  NIXON:  The  fact  is,  that  because  the 
Federal  Government  does  it. 
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MR.  FROST:  The  hon.  member  (Mr.  Nixon)  is 
raising  an  irrelevant  matter.  Who  sparked  this  issue? 
The  Government  of  Ontario  sparked  this  issue. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  I  would  say  there  has  been  nothing 
but  a  procession  of  talk  from  the  hon.  members  opposite, 
and  a  repetition  of  lack  of  faith  in  this  Province.   I 
wonder  what  they  would  think  if  they  turned  back  the 
pages  of  history  just  a  dozen  years  ago,  and  read  about 
how  these  people  were  talking  about  unneeded  power  in  this 
great  province?  No  wonder  they  are  ashamed  of  themselves. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  OLIVER:  You  are  indeed  going  far  afield 
to-day. 

IB..   FROST:  I  will  say  that  I  did  not  intend 
to  get  into  this,  but  the  hon.  members  opposite  inspire 
me  to  say  something,  and  I  am  trying  to  shake  them  out 
of  their  gloom  -- 

MR.  OLIVER:  "Lethargy". 

MR.  FROST:  —  which  pervades  their  minds. 

Now,  the  question  has  been  raised  about  an 
election. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  \Je   have  a  curious  situation  here 
with  the  different  groups  of  people  opposite.   They  all 
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pull  in  separate  directions,  until  it  comes  time  to 
vote  on  an  amendment,  and  then  they  suddenly  get  together 
and  vote  for  the  amendment.  \'e   have  had  one  voice  running 
around  this  Province  for  nearly  a  year  now  demanding  an 
election. 

MR.  JOLLIFFE:  Promising  an  election. 

MR.  FROST:  Yes,  promising  an  election; 
disturbing  our  people. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  "Yelling  in  the  wilderness". 

MR.  SiiLSBERG:  Oh,  that  is  copyrighted. 

MR.  MacLEOD:  That  is  plagiarism. 

MR,  FROST:  On  the  other  hand,  we  have  this 
group  over  here  who  seem  to  not  only  lack  confidence 
in  Ontario  and  Canada,  but  in  themselves  as  well.  They 
have  been  soft-pedalling;  they  have  been  saying  nothing. 

MR.  WISMER:  Do  you  want  an  election,  Mr. 
Prime  Minister? 

MR.  FROST:  And  the  hon.  members  opposite  of 
the  Labour-Progressive  group;  I  am  sure  that  the  last 
thing  they  want  is  an  election.   If  we  had  a  record  like 
theirs,  we  would  not  want  an  election,  either. 

MR.  SaLSBLRG:  But  we  are  always  ready. 

MR.  FROST:  I  may  say  this,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
we  have  no  fear  consulting  our  boss,  old  man  Ontario, 
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asking  him  for  his  advice,  and  asking  him  for  his 
direction.  We  have  no  fear  of  consulting  him  at  any- 
time, 

I  will  simply  make  this  promise  to  the  hon. 
members  opposite,  that  when  the  time  comes  we  will  do 
it  with  a  clear  conscience,  and  we  will  give  them  lots 
of  notice  of  our  intention  to  do  it. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS!  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  FROST:  That  is  all  I  have  to  say  to-day, 
sir,   I  would  just  urge  the  hon.  members  opposite  to 
change  their  minds,  to  mend  their  ways,  and  come  over 
and  vote  for  the  Government  which  has  done  such  great 
things  for  Ontario. 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Hear,  hear. 

MR.  A.  A.  MacLEOD  (Bellwoods):  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  would  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House.   I  have 
become  so  accustomed  to  moving  my  traditional  amendment, 
following  the  disposition  of  the  amendment  to  the  group 
to  my  right,  that  I  omitted  at t he  conclusion  of  my  own 
remarks  to  move  the  amendment  which  I  had  prepared. 

I  am  sure,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  because  of  that 
over-sight,  you  and  the  House  will  permit  me  the 
privilege  I  have  always  had  of  offering  an  amendment. 
The  Hon.  Price  Minister  looks  quite  grim,  but  I  think 
he  will  agree.   It  will  only  take  a  moment. 
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Kay  I  have  your  permission  to  move  the 
amendment? 

MR.  SPEAKER:  Granted. 

MR.  KiacLEOD:  Then  I  would  move,  seconded 
by  Mr.  Salsberg,  that  the  amendment  to  the  motion  for 
an  address  in  reply  to  the  speech  of  the  Honourable, 
the  Lieutenant-Governor,  now  before  the  House,  be 
amended  by  striking  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"government"  in  the  second  line,  and  substituting 
therefor,  the  following: 

"To  make  provision  for  the  most  needy  victims 
of  inflation,  and  in  particular  its  refusal 
to  use  its  ample  revenues  to  restore  the 
ten-dollar  monthly  supplement  and  provide  adequate 
health  services  for  our  senior  citizens." 
So  that  the  amendment  as  amended  shall  read: 

"But  this  House,  while  acknowledging  progress 
made  in  relation  to  old-age  assistance,  regrets 
the  refusal  of  the  Government  to  make  provision 
for  the  most  needy  victims  of  inflation,  and 
in  particular  its  refusal  to  use  its  ample 
revenues  to  restore  the  ten-dollar  monthly 
supplement  and  provide  adequate  health 
services  for  our  senior  citizens." 
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MR.  SPEAKER:  Would  it  be  satisfactory  if  I 
omitted  reading  the  original  motion  and  the  original 
amendment,  or  shall  I  read  all  the  motion? 

SOME  hon.  MEMBERS:  Carried. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  negatived. 

MR.  SPEAKER:   The  vote  now  is  on  the  amendment 
to  the  original  motion. 

The  House  divided. 

MR.  SPEAKER:  Call  in  the  members. 

The  amendment  negatived  on  Division. 
Ayes:   35 
Nays :  49 

The  motion  agreed  to. 

HON.  LESLIE  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Order 
Number  1. 

OLD-AGE  ASSISTANCE 

CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE:  First  order;  third  reading 
of  Bill  Number  1,  "An  Act  respecting  Old-Age  Assistance", 
Mr.  Goodfellow. 

HON.  T".  H.  GOODFELLav  (Minister  of  Public 
Welfare):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  third  reading  of  Bill 
Number  1, 

Motion  agreed  to;  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

MR.  SPEAKER:  Resolved  that  the  Bill  do  now 
pass  and  be  intituled  as  in  the  motion. 
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HON.  L.  L.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Order  Number 


2. 


ALLOWANCES  FOR  BLIND  PERSONS. 

CLERK  OF  THE  HOUS_:  Second  Order,  third  reading 
of  Bill  Number  2,  "An  Act  respecting  allowances  for 
Blind  Persons",  Mr.  Goodfellow. 

HON.  U.  H.  GOODFELLai  (Minister  of  Public 
Welfare):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  third  reading  of  Bill 
Number  2. 

Motion  agreed  to;  third  reading  of  the  Bill, 

MR.  SPEAKER:  Resolved  that  the  Bill  do  now 
pass  and  be  intituled  as  in  the  motion. 

HOP.  L.  M.  FROST  (Prime  Minister):  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  concludes  the  business  for  this  Session. 
I  would  ask  your  permission  to  retire  and  escort  his 
Honour,  the  Lieutenant-Governor  to  the  Chamber  to 
prorogue  the  House. 

The  Honourable,  the  Lieutenant-Governor, 
entered  the  Chamber  of  the  Legislative  Assembly,  and 
took  his  seat  upon  the  Throne. 

MR.  SPEAKER:  May  it  please  your  Honour,  the 
Legislative  assembly  of  the  Province  has,  at  its 
present  sittings,  passed  certain  Bills,  to  which,  on 
behalf  and  in  the  'name  of  the  said  Assembly,  I  respect- 
fully request  your  Honour's  assent. 
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THE  CLERK  ASSISTANT:  Bill  Number  1,  "An  Act 
respecting  Old-Age  Assistance". 

Bill  Number  2,  "An  Act  respecting  allowances 
for  Blind  Persons. " 

CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE:  In  His  I.ajesty's  name, 
the  Honourable  the  Lieutenant-Governor  doth  assent  to 
these  Bills. 

His  Honour  was  then  pleased  to  deliver  the 
following  gracious  speech: 

Mr.  Speaker  and  members  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly: 

It  is  my  duty  to  prorogue  this  special  session 
of  the  twenty- third  Legislature  of  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
I  wish  to  thank  you  in  the  name  of  His  kajesty  for  your 
loyal  attention  to  the  business  of  the  people  of  this 
Province. 

T"e  again  pray  that  His  majesty,  The  King, 
will  be  restored  to  health  and  long  spared.   It  is 
gratifying  to  learn  that  his  condition  is  improving, 
and,  with  all  of  his  loyal  subjects,  we  hope  fervently 
that  he  will  pass  successfully  the  imminent  critical 
stage  of  his  illness.  Our  sympathy  and  affection  go  to 
all  members  of  the  Royal  Family  and  we  pray  that  they 
may  be  spared,  so  far  as  can  be,  the  great  anxieties  of 
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their  high  public  office. 

During  this  special  session  you  have  passed 
two  measures  of  great  significance  to  the  well-being 
and  security  of  our  people.  Under  these  measures  my 
Government  may  now  enter  into  formal  agreements  with 
the  Government  of  Canada  which  will  provide  financial 
assistance  to  those  of  our  citizens  between  the  ages 
of  sixtv-five  and  seventy  years  wno  require  it.  a   new 
form  of  assistance  in  co-operation  with  the  Government 
of  Canada  will  become  available  to  those  persons 
afflicted  with  blindness,  between  the  ages  of  twenty- 
one  and  sixty-five  years  who  may  be  facing  difficult 
financial  problems. 

These  two  measures  implement  decisions  arrived 
at  by  the  Federal  and  Provincial  Governments  in  a  spirit 
which  recognizee,  and  amplifies,  the  conception  of 
unity  of  purpose  within  all  of  the  people  of  Canada. 
These  measures  become  an  integral  part,  with  the 
universal  old  age  pension,  of  a  g reat  programme  of 
national  security. 

Provision  has  also  been  made  for  the  approp- 
riation of  public  funds  for  the  purposes  of  these 
measures,  for  which  I  express  my  thanks. 

May  I  thank  you  also  for  your  loyal  service 
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to  our  people  and  I  am  confident  that  under  the 
guidance  of  Divine  Providence  the  security  of  the 
people  of  this  Province,  and  indeed  of  the  people  of 
the  whole  of  Canada,  will  be  strengthened. 

HON.  G.  A.  WELSH  (Provincial  Secretary):  Mr. 
Speaker  and  gentlemen  of  the  Legislative  Assembly;  it 
is  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the  Honourable  the  Lieut- 
enant-Governor that  this  Legislative  Assembly  be  pro- 
rogued, and  that  this  Legislative  Assembly  is 
accordingly  prorogued. 

The  Lieutenant-Governor  was  then  pleased  to 
retire  from  the  Chamber. 

The  Legislative  nssembly  prorogued  at  4»12 
of  the  clock  p.m. 
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PROCEEDINGS. 

of  the 

FOURTH   SESSION   OF   THE   TWENTY-FOURTH  LEGISLATURE,    HELD 
IN  THE   LEGISLATIVE  CHAMBER,    TORONTO,    ONTARIO,    SEPTEMBER 
24,    1951,   ET   SEQ.  , 

ERRATA 


Vol.  1.  Page  A-12:  Line  13;  change  "boarder"  to  "board. 

Line  SO:  Change  "every"  to  "a  very". 

Vol.  8.  Page  B-8;  line  14:  Change  "Rt.  hon.  Mr.  Meighen"  to 

"Rt.  hon.  Mr.  King". 

Vol.  2:  Page  B-23;  line  23:   Change  "conscious"  to 

"conscience  of". 

Vol.  2.  Page  B-28;  line  23:   Change  "Senator  Ballou"  to 

"Senator  Beaubien". 

Line:     Change  "Bosco"  to  "Dosco". 

Vol.  2.   Page  B-31 ;  line  5;   Change  to  read  "It  is  shocking" 

after  the  words  "I  say". 

Vol.  2.  Page  B-35;  linel2:   Change  "conjure"  to  "ponder". 

Vol.  2.  Page  B-29;  line  14:  Change  "heated"  to  "hated". 

Vol.  3.  Page  B-ll;  line  2:  Ci.ange  "indication"  to  "invitation", 

Vol.  4.  Page  C-15.   Line  14:  Insert  "in"  between  "were  "  and 

"those". 


~B~  Errata. 


Vol.  4.  Page  D-ll.  Line  22:  Cuange  "business"  to  "assistance", 

Vol.  4*  Page  AA-6.  Line  16:  Insert  "hon.  Leader  of  the 

Opposition"  between  "Mr. 
Thompson"  and  "and" 
Bracket  "Mr.  Jolliffe". 

Vol.  4.  Page  AA-11.  Line  21:   Cnange  "or"  to  "to". 

Vol.  4.   Page  BB-1.  Lines  1  to  3  inclusive.  Delete. 

Vol.  4.  Page  BB-16.  Line  12:   Change  "there"  to  "we". 
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HELD   II:  TEE  LEGISLATIVE  CLJu.3  .R,    TORONTO,    ONTARIO, 

SEPTEIEER  24,    1951,    et   seq, 

Hon.    (Rev.)   M.   C.  Davies,      Speaker, 

Presiding, 


NICE 


INDEX     0?        BILLS . 

Bill  No.  1:     "An  Act  Respecting  Old-age  Allwances", 

Mr.    Goodfellow. 


1st  reading:  Vol.   1.  Page  A-9 

End  Reading;  "       3.  •     "     E-6 

In  Committee:  "       3.          "     L-8 

3rd  Reading;  "       4.          "  DD-15 

Royal  Assent:  "        4.          ■  DD-16. 

Bill  No.   2:      "An  Act  Respecting  Allowances  for 

Blind  Persons"  —     I  r.  Goodfellow. 


1st  reading: 

Vol. 

1. 

Page  A-10. 

2nd  reading; 
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3. 

"    E-7 

In  Committee: 
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3. 

"    1-8 

3rd  reading: 

N 

4. 

■   DD-16. 

Royal  Assent: 

n 

4. 

"   DD-17. 
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BAXTER,  D.  (Prince  Edward -Lennox) : 

On  Bill  No.  1  (second  reading) 
Re:  Abolition  of  Means  Test 
Re:  Credit  for  Legislation 
^40. 00  monthly  not  adequate 

BROWN,  J.  G.  (Waterloo  North) 
On  Speech  from  The  Throne 
Congratulatory 
Re:  Old-age  assistance 

Re:  Clause  4-sub.sec.3 
Re:  Supplementary  Assistance  to 

ages  65-69 
Re:  Dominion-Provincial  Relations 
Citation  from  Speech  by  Prime 

Minister 
Re:  Income  from  Tax  Fields 
Re:  Fiscal  Policy  of  Government 

Re:  Increase  in  Corporation  Tax 
Re:  Personal  Income  Tax 
Re:  Pious ing 

Re:  Cost  of  Building 
Not  in  Support  of  Federal 
Government's  Plan  re: 
Re:  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 

DAVTES,  Hon.  the  Rev.  k.C.   (Speaker) 
Re:  Illness  of  the  King 
Prayer  for  Recovery 

DENNISON,  W.  (St. Davids) 

On  Bill  No.  1  (Second  reading) 
Billiis  historic 
Bill  result  of  C.C.F.  activity 
Opposition  to  Pensions 
#40.00  monthly  not  Sufficient 
Citation  from  memo,  by  Rev.  T.  F, 

Summerhayes 
Re:  Pensioners  in  Regent  Park 
Re:  Housing 

Action  of  Department  of  Lands 
and  Forests  in  re: 
Re:  Pulp  Exports 
Re:  Dept.  of  Municipal  Affairs 
Re  :  Health  Services 

Re:  Physicians'  Services 

Re:  Hospitalization 

Comparison  with  other  Provinces 

Re:  Dental  Service 

Re:  Cancer 

Re:  Arthritis 


Vol.2 

D-16 

Vol.2 

D-16 

Vol.2 

D-17 

Vol.2 

D-18 

Vol.4 

D-10 

Vol.4 

D-10 

Vol.4 

D-12 

Vol.4 

S-i.fi 

Vol.4 

D-13 

Vol.4 

E-l 

Vol.4 

E-l 

Vol.4 

E-3 

Vol.4 

E-7 

Vol.4 

E-7 

Vol.4 

E-7 

Vol.4 

F-l 

Vol.4 

F-l 

Vol.4 

F-l 

Vol.4 

F-3 

Vol.1 

A-8 

Vol.1 

A-8 

Vol.2 

D-3 

Vol.2 

D-3 

Vol.2 

D-3 

Vol.2 

D-4 

Vol.2 

D-4 

Vol.2 

D-5 

Vol.2 

D-6 

Vol.2 

D-6,    D-8 

Vol.2 

D-7 

Vol,  2 

D-7 

Vol.2 

D-9 

Vol.2 

D-10 

Vol.2 

D-12 

Vol.2 

D-10 

Vol.2 

D-13 

Vol.2 

D-14 

Vol.2 

D-14 

Vol.2 

D-15 

-3- 


DENNISON  (Continued)  •  • 

No  authority  to  extend 
On  Bill  No.  1  (In  Committee) 

Re:  Repayments  of  over-payments 


FROST,  Hon.  L.  M.  (Prime  Minister) 
Motion  -  re  King's  Illness 
Great  Cloud  over  Province 
British  Traditions  and  Way  of  Life 
Foundation  of  Government 
Military  Service  of  His  Majesty 
Unselfish  Devotion  "  "    » 
On  Bill  No.  1  -  First  reading 
Re:  Background 

Present  Sittings  of  Assembly  Hist  or  nc  Vol.  1 
First  Legislature  to  Legislate  re: 
Result  of  Efforts  by  Minister  of 
Welfare 
Minister's  Administration 
Sympathetic 
Far-reaching  Effects  of  Legislion 
Re:  Federal -Provincial  Conference 

Re:  Spirit  of  "Give  and  Take" 
Re:  Financial  Effects 

Re:  Governmental  Con  itments 
Buoyant  Economy  Essential 
Avoidance  of  problems  in 
other  countries 
Re:  Cost  to  Province 
Re:  Savings  to  Municipalities 
No  Additional  Taxation  required 
Re:  Fiscal  Arrangements 
Canadian  problems  Complex 
Re:  Attitude  of  Federal  Government 
1945  Tax  Potentials  Uncertain 
Re:  1946  Tax  Proposals 

Results  of  Provincial  Govern- 
ment's decision  re: 
Ontario  not  Suffered  Financially 
Federal  Government's  Position  not 

Injured 
Citation  from  remarks-Hon.Mr. 

Abbott 
Powers  undiminished 
Fine  Spirit  of  Understanding 
Re:   1950  Proposals-Federal  Governmenj 

Re:  Unknown  Factors 

Schools 

Roads 

Concentration  of  Population 

Hydro 

Iron  ore  development 
Tax  Collections  to  be  Simplified 
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FROST  (Continued) 

Re:  Administration  of  Pensioners' 

Affairs  Vol.1  0-1 

Motion  re  reporting  Vol.1  C-3 
Motion  re  appointment  Chairman  of 

Committee  of  Whole  House  Vol.1  C-4 
Motion  to  dispense  with  debate  in 

Speech  from  the  Throne  Vol.1  C-6 

Motion  Stands  Vol.1  C-8 

Introduction  of  hon.A.L.Macdonuld,K.C.   2  A-2 

Reasons  for  being  present  Vol.2  A-2 

Re:  Public  Service  by  Mr. 

Macdonald  Vol.2  A- 3 
Re:  Organization  of  province  of 

Nova  Scotia  Vol.2  A-4 

Re:  Royal  Tour  Vol.3  A-2 

On  Bill  No.  1  (In  Committee)  Vol.3  G-l 

Changes  can  be  made  by  Legislature  Vol.3  G-l 

Money  Derived  from  Taxation  Vol.3  G-3 

On  Bill  No.  2  Vol.3  G-3 

Blind  Pensioned  by  Agreement  Vol.3  A-4 

Improvements  possible  in  due  course  Vol.3  G-4 

Re:  Further  Sessional  Procedure  Vol.3  H-l,  1-9 

Re:  Sec.  8  of  Present  Bill  Vol.3  H-8 

Re:  Supplementary  Payments  Vol.3  H-ll 
Re:  Motion  in  reply  to  Speech  from 

Throne  Vol.4  A-l 

Re:  Rent  Control  Vel.4  C-3 

Re:  Consolidation  of  Regulations  Vol.4  C-7 

Re:  Income  from  Tax  Fields  Vol.4  S-5 
Re:  Committee  on  Administration  of 

Justice  Vol.4  AA-7 

On  Speech  from  The  Throne  Vol.4  BB-18 

Re:  Gloomy  Opposition  Vol.4  BB-18 

Re:  International  Situation  Vol.4  CC-1 

Re:  Re -arrangement  Vol.4  CC-2 
Efforts  directed  to  secure 

peace  Vol.4  CC-3 

Re:  Housing  Vol.4  CC-4 

Re:  Credit  Controls         ■  Vol.4  CC-4 
Reasons  for  -  difficult  to 

follow  Vol.4  CC-4 
Re:  The  voice  crying  in  the  Wilder- 
ness Vol.4  CC-6 
Re:  Highways                     '  Vol.4  CC-7 
No  piece-meal  development  Vol, 4  CC-8 
Re:  Roads  in  Grey  County  Vol.4  CC-9 
Re:  Payment  for  Vol.4  CC-10 
Re:  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Vol.4  CC-10 

Vol.4  DD-10 
Re:  Inter-provincial  and  inter- 
national aspects  Vol.4  CC-11 
Canada  can  Proceed  with  Vol.4  CC-12 
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Record  of  Progress  of  Government  Vol.4  DD-2 

Re:  Dominion-Provincial  Relations  Vol.4  DD-3 

Re:  Statement  as  of  Larch  31,1952  Vol.4  DD-3 
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Province's  Financial  Status-sound  Vol.4  DD-6 
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Budgets  Balanced  Vol.4  DD-7 
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Re:   War-tax  Agreement  Vol.4  DD-8 
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GOODFELLOW,   Hon.   W.   A.    (Minister  of     Public  Welfare) 

On  Bill  No.   1   (First  reading)  Vol.1  A-9 

Development   of  Old-age    security  Vol.1  A-J.0 

Co-operation  with  Federal  Govern.         Vol.1  A- 10 

Very  Forward  Step  Vol.1  A-ll 

History  of  Public  Welfare  Vol.1  A-ll 

Increases  despite  means  test  Vol.1  A-ll 

Reasons  for   inadequacy  of  provision 

for  old  age  Vol.1  A-ll 

Comparisons  with  Other  Provinces  Vol.1  A-12 

Re:  Abolition  of  Leans  Test  Vol.1  A-12 

A-14 

Old-age  Pension  a  Latter  of  Right    Vol.1  A-12 

Re:  Results  of  Leans  Test  Vol.1  A-13 

Savings  of  Lany  Inadequate  Vol.1  A-13 

Home  Lort gages  and  Estate  Collections 

Unnecessary  Vol.1  A-13 

Free  Ledical  Service  to  Pensioners   Vol.1  A-15 
Better  Accommodations  for  Aged 

Required  Vol.1  A-15 
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Assistance  by  Field  Workers         Vol.1  A-15 
Re*  Appointment  of  Trustees  when 
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Some  Differences  with  Federal 

Government  Vol.1  A-16 

Present  action  historic  Vol.1  A-16 

Provides  Comfort  and  Assistance  to 

Aged  Vol.1  A-17 

Substantial  relief  to  municipalities  Vol.1  A-17 
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Re:  Ledical  Services  Vol.3  D-8 
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Re:  Supplementary  Payments  Vol.3   D-9 
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On  Bill  No.  1  (First  Reading) 
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J0LLIFF2   (Continued) 

Approval  of  Prompt  Action 
Re:  Defects  in  New  System,  Bill  395 
In  Scheme  as  a  Whole 
No  Coverage  for  Incapacitated 
Means  Test  for  65-69  Age 
Means  Test  Unsoundly  Applied 
Re:  Removal  of  men  from  Labour 

Market 
Re:  Greater  Production  and 

Longer  Hours 
Re:  Lay-offs 

Re:  Discouraging  Production 
No  Safeguards  for  Supplemental 
Supplementals  not  Considered 

Income 
lti40.00  Monthly  not  Adequate 
Re:  Eligibility 

Residence  Requirements 
Re:  Missionaries 
Re:  Defects  in  Bill  No.  1 

Pension  Fixation  too  Rigid 
Definition  of  "Assistance"  too 

narrow 
No  Provision  for  Regulations 
Cannot  Meet  Rises  in  Cost  of 

Living 
Re :  "Comfort  and  Security"  to  Aged 
Citation  from  Speech-Rt.hon.Mr.Mei- 

ghen 
No  Provision  for  Health  Services 
Citation  from  Speech-Hon. Mr. Good- 
fellow 
Present  Services  a  mere  Gesture 
Re:  Defects  in  Administration 
Difficulties  in  Registrations 
Re:  Proof  of  Age 
No  Old-age  Security  Act  -  1951 
Re:  Cost  of  Pensions 
Re:  Sec. 8  of  present  Bill 

Citation  of  Sec. 9. S.S.I 
Re:  Supplementary  Payments 
Re:  Health  Services 
Re:  Amendment  to  Sec. 18 
Re:  Health  Service  Regulations 

More  Thinking;  less  Talking 
Reasons  for  Personal  Interest  in 
hon. member  for  Stormont 
(Mr.  Mcdonald) 
Re:  Illness  of  the  King 
Re:  Royal  Tour 
No  legal  "Special  Session" 
Re:  Winter  Meetings  of  Legislature 
Part  taken  re  old-age  pensions  by 
hon. member  for  York  East  (Miss  Mac- 

phail)   Vol.4   B-14 
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JOLLIFFE  (Continued) 

Re:  Hockey  Players  as  Candidates  Vol.4  B-15 

Re:  "Fraud  is  immortal"  'Vol.4  B-15 

Re:  Industrial  Greed  Vol.4  B-16 
Ontario  Government  not  Responsible 

for  Economic  prisis  Vol.4  B-17 

Re:  Increase  in  Unemployment  Vol.4  B-17 

Re:  "Lay-offs"  Vol.4  B-17 
Minister  of  Finance  "unrevised  and 

unrepentant"  Vol.4  B-18 
Re:  Productivity  Vol.4  B-18 
Re:  Breakdown  in  Housing  Program  Vol.4  B-20 
Re  "Frosty-Winters  Plan"  Vol.4  B-20 
Re  New  Toronto  Situation  Vol.4  B-21 
Re:  Rent  Control  Vol.4  B-23 
Re:  Notices  Vol.4  C-l 
Re:  Recommendations  of  Committee  Vol.4  C-2 
Citation  from  Letter, Aug. 17, 1951  Vol.4  C-5 
Citation  from  Letter, Aug. S3, 1951  Vol.4  C-8 
Re:  Consolidation  of  Regulations  Vol.4  C-10 
Re:  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Vol.4  C-16 
Re:  New  Highway  Construction  Vol.4  C-18 
Political  .exigencies  Vol.4  C-18 
Re:  Report  by  Conservation  Committee  Vol.4  C-19 
But  few  Recommendations  Implement- 
ed Vol.4  C-19 

Re:  Old-age  Pensions  '.  :*Vol«4  c"20 

Pensions  not  benefited  by 

Legislation  Vol.4  C-2U 

Re:  Assistance  to  Incapacitated  Vol.4  C-20 

Re:  Workmen's  Compensation  Pension  Vol.4  C-21 

Citation  from  Letter, Apr. 12, 1951  Vol.4  C-21 

Re:  "Pledge  against  Inflation"  Vol.4  D-l 

Government  unable  to  Increase  Vol.4  D-2 

Re:  Labour  Relations  Vol.4  D-3 

Re:  Criminal  Justice  Committee  Vol.4  D-4 

Personnel  of  Vol.4  D~5 

Impartiality  of  Chairman  of  Vol.4  D-5 

Re:  Work  done  by  Vol.4  D-6 

Re:  Meetings  of  Public  Accounts  Com.  Vol.4  D-7 
Re:  Construction  of  Fish  Hatchery 

In  Temiskaming  Vol.4  D-7 
Certain  Matters  should  be  in- 
vestigated Vol.4  D-@ 
Governmental  Business  Complicated  Vol.4  D-9 
Amendment  to  Motion  to  Adopt  Vol.4  .  D-10 
Amendment  Negatived  Vol.4  DD-15 
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LA*7S0N,  Hon.  Ray  ■ 

Speech  from  the  Throne 
Illness  of  the  King 

Old-Age  rensions 
Old-Are  Assistance 
Dominion-Provincial  Agreement 
Health  Services  to  Old-Age 

Pensioners 
Health  Services  to  Aged,  65-69yrs.  Vol.1 
Health  Services  to  Blind 
Agreement  with  Federal  Govt. 

LEAVENS,  B.  E.  (Woodbine) 

On  Bill  No. 2  (Second  Pteadong) 

Re  Brief  by  Can. Federation  of  BlindVol.3 
Objective:  Improved  Legislation  Vol.3 
Principle  of  Act  approved 
Re  Retention  of  Means  Test 
Means  Test  a  Hardship 
Costs  not  excessive 
Dissatisfaction  with  present 
Regulations 
Legislation  a  forward  step 
More  Consideration  should  be  given 

to  Blind 
Re  Cost  of  Administering  Means  Test 
Greater  than  cost  of  increased 
Allowances 
Re  Change  of  Residence  Requirements 
Blind  Thankful  for  Changes 
Blind  Deserve  Special  Treatment 
Means  Test  should  be  Revised 

MILLARD,  C.  H.  (York  West) 

On  Bill  No. 2  (Second  Reading)        Vol.3   F-1 
Re  Separation  of  Blind  Pensions  from 

Old-Age  Pensions 
Blind  Greatly  Handicapped 
Gap  Between  16  and  21  should  be 

Filled 

Even  with  Improvements,  blind 

deficiency  not  removed 
Blind  Deserve  Special  Consideration 
Re  Unanimity  of  Legislation 
Re  Means  Test 
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MacDONALD,  Hon.  Angus  L. 

Reasons  for  being  Present  Vol.2  A-6 
'.'elcomes  Opportunity  to  Address 

Assembly  Vol.2  A-6 
Re  Former  acquaintanceship  with  some 

Members  Vol.2  a-7 
Re  Former  acquaintanceship  with 

Ontario  Prime  Ministers  Vol.2  A-7 

Canada  not  over-governed  Vol.2  a-8 

Unitary  State  not  Desirable  Vol.2  A-3 

Provincial  Govts'  work  important  Vol.2  A-8" 

Re  Loyalty  of  residents  of  Kingston  Vol.2  A-9 

Re  Canada's  feelings  toward  Toronto  Vol.2  a-9 


MacLEOD,  A.  a.  (Bellwoods) 
Re  Illness  of  the  King 
T"elcome  to  Hon,  A.  L.  MacDonald 
Re  Military  Association 
Re  Cape  Breton  Centennial 
On  Bill  No.l  (Second  Reading) 

Re  Federal  Proceedings  -  1926 
Re  "Wizard  of  Ooze" 
Re  1927  "Tory"  View-point 
By  Senator  Baillargou 
Re  Abolition  of  iieans  Test,  -  1945 
Re  Refusal  to  accept  1945  Tax  Prop- 
osals 
Legislation  too  late 
Re  Supplementary  Payments 
Re  L. P. P. Advertisement 
Numerous  Replies 
Citations  from 
Re  Additional  Corporation  Tax 
Re  Collection  of  ,17,500,000. 
Re  Pension  should  be  increased 

^40.00  monthly  not  sufficient 
On  Speech  from  the  Throne 
Congratulatory 

Speculation  on  Prime'  Minister's 
.  Speech 

Re  Rumours  of  Election 
Re  "Modern  Liberal  Democracy" 
Re  "Whoa"  speech 
Re  "Go"  Speech 
Re  Committee  on  Administration  of 

Justice 
Re  Hockey  Players  for  Candidates 
Re  Royal  Tour 
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MacLEOD  (Cont'd) 

Re  Housing  Vol.4   AA-10 

Re  Royal  Commission  on  Conservation 

of  Human  Resources  Vol.4   Aa-13 

Re  Rise  in  Incidence  of  cental 

Illness 
Re  Alienation  of  Ore 
Re  Citation  from  address  by  for.Lyle 
Re  Pulp  and  Pulpwood  Exports 

Effect  on  Urban  Population 
Re  St, Lawrence  Seaway 
Re  Chignecto  Canal 
Re  Armaments  Programme 

Re  Reasons  for  -  Differ 
Re  Federal-Provincial  Agreement 
Re  Supplemental  Payments 

Citation  of  letter  from  Arnprior 
Re  1411k  Subsidy 
Amendment  to  Amendment  to  foot ion 
to  Adopt  Vol.4   DD-13 

MacPHAIL,  foiss  Agnes  (York  East) 

On  Bill  No.l  (Second  Reading)  Vol.2  B-l 

Re  Lowering  of  Age  Limit  Vol.2  B-2 

Re  Elimination  of  Leans  Test  Vol.2  B-2 
Re  Initial  Credit  for  old-age 

Pensions  a  federal  matter  Vol.2  B-2 
Re  History  of  Old-Age  Pension 
Legislation  Vol.2  B-2 
Re  Activities  of  for.  r.:oodsworth  Vol.2  B-3 
Re  Activities  of  for.  Irvine,  14. P. Vol. 2  B-3 
Re  Activities  of  Trade  Unions  Vol.2  B-3 
No  Difference  between  Conserva- 
tives and  Liberals  Vol.2  B-5 
.  Re  Opinion  of  Rt. Hon. Arthur 

Meighen  Vol.2  B-6 
Re  Letter  by  for.  Heaps  to 

foessrs.  King  &  foeighen  Vol.2  B-7 

Reply  by  for.  King  Vol.2  B-8 

Reply  by  Mr.  foeighen  .  Vol.2  B-9 
Original  Federal  Govt's  Bill 

Forced  in  1926  Vol.2  B-ll 
Social  Legislation  inspired  by 

desire  for  Political  Power  Vol.2  B-ll 

Re  C.C.F.  Proposals  Vol.2  B-ll 

Re  Proposed  Pension  not  adequate  Vol.2  B-13 

Re  Cost  of  Living  Bonus  Vol.2  B-14 

Action  bv  province,  if  necessaryVol.2  B-14 


-12- 


MacPHAIL,  Mis  a  Agnes  (Contd) 

Re  Income  Equal  to  Income  Tax 

Exemptions 
Re  Health  Service  for  old-age 

Pensioners 

Mcdonald,  j.l.  (stormont) 

On  Speech  from  the  Throne 
Motion  to  adopt 

Motion  agreed  to 
Congratulatory- 
Record  of  Government 
Re  Present  Legislation 
Re  Cost  of  Living 

Financing  pensions 
Decrease  in  production 
Present  Legislation  not  a  cure 
Re  Greedy  Industrialists 

Cannot  Legislate  Greed  out 
of  Existence 
Production  Ample 
Distribution  Faulty 
Increased  production  no  assis- 
tance to  Distribution 
Less  Talking;  More  Thinking 

McEWING,  R.  A.  (Wellington  North) 

On  Bill  No.l  {Second  Reading)        Vol.2   C-8" 

Congratulatory  to  Minister  of 

Welfare  Vol.2   C-8" 

Re  Means  Test  Vol.2   D-l 

Provision  for  Incapacitated 

Necessary  Vol.2   D-l 

OLIVER,  Farquhar  (Grey  South) 
Re  Illness  of  the  King 
Welcome  to  Hon.A.L.MacDonald 
Services  of  great  men  under- 
estimated 
■  On  Bill  No.l  (Second  Reading) 

No  Political  Party  solely  respon- 
sible 
Re  Improvements  in  Act 

Present  improvement  greatest 
since  1927 
Re  Inter-Party  Parliamentary 
Committee 
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0LIV2R,  Farquhar  (Contd)     * 

Ontario  Bills  Complementary  to  Vol.2  B-l  8" 

Dominion  Bill 

Re  Elimination  of  Means  Test  Vol.2  B-19 

Re  Dominion-Provincial  Agreement  Vol.2  B-19 

Re  Greater  Cost  for  Age  65-69  Vol.2  B-20 
Progress  in  Social  Legislation 

Desirable  Vol.2  B-21 

Improvements  should  be  still  possible  Vol.2  B-21 

Re  Supplementary  Payments  Vol.2  B-22 

PARK,  Eamon  (Dovercourt) 

On  Bill  No.l  (In  Committee)  Vol.3  F-10 

Re  Definition  of  "assistance"  Vol.3  F-10 

Why  Definition  Narrowed  Vol.3  F-10 

A0.00  monthly  too  rigid  Vol.3  F-12 

Should  be  more  elastic  Vol.3  F-13 
Re  Effect  of  Judgment  by  Mr. 

Justice  Gale  Vol.3  H-5 

Re  Meetings -of  Rent  Control  Comm.  Vol.4  C-13 

PORTER,    Hon.   Dana    (Attorney-General) 

On  Bill  No.l  (In  Committee)  Vol.3  1-6 

Re  Health  Services  Vol.3  1-6 

Re  Recommendations  by  Rental  CommitteeVol.4  C-13 

SALSBSRG,  J.  B.  (St.  Andrew) 

On  Bill  No.l  (Second  Reading)  Vol.3  A-3 

Re  Hay  Fever  Vol.3  A-5 

Re  Supplementary  Allowance  Vol.3  A-6 

Vol, 3  B-4 

Two  Groups  to  be  helped  Vol.3  A-9 

Assistance  to  age  65-69  too  late  Vol.3  A-10 

A0.00  monthly  inadequate  Vol.3  A-10 

Statistics  re  Home-Makers'  Assn.  Vol.3  A-ll 

Needy  Pensioners  greater  in  Ont.  Vol.3  A-13 

Re  Rigid  Application  of  Means  Test  Vol.3  B-l 

Citation  from  Hansard-Mar. 27/51  Vol.3  B-l 

Re  "Public  Assistance"  Vol.3  B-3 

Re  Abolition  of  Means  Test     •  Vol.3  B-3 
Government  responsible  for 

starvation  Vol. 3  B-4 

Re  Replies  to  Advertisement  Vol.3  B-6 

Re  Public  Debate  Vol.3  B-8 

Re  General  Feeling  of  Members  Vol.3  B-12 

On  Bill  No.l  (In  Committee)  Vol.3  H-3 

Re  Finality  of  Directors 'Decisions- Vol.3  H-3 

Right  of  Appeal  Restricted  Vol ,3  H-3 
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SiiLSBERG,  J. 3.  (Contd.) 

Re  Section  g  of  Present  Bill  Vol.3  H-7 

Should  be  Deleted  Vol.3  H-8 

Re  Burwash  Industrial  Farm  Vol.4  A-4 

Citation  from  Toronto  Star,Sept.6/5LVol.4  A-5 

TEMPLE,  VJ.  H.  (High  Park) 

On  Bill  No.l  (Second  Reading)  Vol.2  C-l 

Pension  a  Measure  of  Justice  Vol.2  C-l 

Part  Played  by  kiss  MacPhail  Vol.2  C-2 

Statistics  by  Old-age  Pension  Bd.  Vol.2  C-2 

Private  Enterprise  not  SatisfactoryVol.2  C-3 

Adverse  Influence  of  Means  Test  Vol.2  C-3 

A0.00  monthly  not  adequate  Vol.2  C-4 

Re  Profiteering  Vol.2  C-5 

Pension  should  be  increaded  Vol.2  C-6 

Comparison  of  Pensions  by  Provinces Vol. 2  C-7 

THOMAS \    T.  D.  (Ontario) 

On  Bill  No.l  (In  Committee)  Vol.3  H-16 

Amendment  to  Section  12  Vol.3  H-16 

Amendment  out  of  order  Vol.3  H-17 

WALTERS,  H.  (Bracondale) 

On  Bill  No.l  (In  Committee)  Vol.3  1-2 

Re  Section  12  Vol.3  1-2 

Re  Transfer  of  Property  Vol.3  1-2 

Re  "Burnt-out"  pensioners  Vol.3  1-4 

T"ISHER,  L.E.  (Riverdale) 

On  Bill  No.l  (Second  Reading)  Vol.2  D-19 

Re  Federal  Parliamentary  Comm.  Vol.2  D-19 

Reactions  to  Vol.2  D-19 

Pension  a  matter  of  right  Vol.2  D-20 

Should  be  „>50.  per  month  Vol.2  D-20 

Re  Citation  from  proceedings  of 

Dominion-Prov. Conference, 1945  Vol.2  D-21 

Re  Hedge  against  Inflation  Vol.2  D-21 
Citation  from  proceedings  of 

Parliamentary  Committee  Vol.2  D-23 

Re  Municipal  Relief  Vol.2  D-26 

£40.00  monthly  not  adequate  Vol.2  E-2 

Re  Activities  by  Trade  Unions  Vol.2  E-3 

Re  Abolition  of  Means  Test  Vol.2  E-3 
Reasons  for  continued  requests  for 

Social  Security  Vol.2  E-3 
Re  Disappearance  of  middle-class 
mothers 

Success  from  under-paying  help 
and  over-charging  customers 

Payments  in  other  fields  should  be 
increased 
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Mr.   Frost  Vol.1  B-3 
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Re  1950  Proposals  Vol.1  B-g 

B-9 

Mr.    Oliver  Vol.2  B-19 

HEaLTH  SERVICES  -  To  the  Blind 

Hon.  Ray  Lawson  Vol.1  a-3 

Mr.  Goodfellow  Vol.3  E-7 

Mr,  Johnston  (Simcoe  Centre)  Vol.3  B-7 

Mr.  Jolliffe  Vol.3  C-13 
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Mr,  Porter  Vol.3  1-6 
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Hon.  Ray  Lawson  Vol.1  A-3 

Mr.  Goodfellow  Vol.1  A-14 
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Mr.  Dennison  Vol.2  DD-10 

Mr.  Jolliffe  Vol.3  C-13 

Vol.3  H-13 

Mr.  Eorter  Vol.3  1-6 

HEALTH  SERVICES  -  To  Aged  65-69  Years 

Hon.  Ray  Lawson  Vol.1  A-3 

Mr.  Jolliffe  Vol.3  C-13 

Vol.3  H-13 

Mr.  Porter  Vol.3  1-6 
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HGMES  FOR  THE  AGED 
Mr.  Goodfellow 

HOUSING 

■Mr.  Jolliffe 
Mr,  Brown 
Mr.  MacLeod 
Mr.  Frost 

ILLNESS  -  HIS  njtJEdTY  TK^  KING 
Hon.  Ray  Lawson 
Mr,  Frost 
Mr.  Jolliffe 

Mr.  Oliver 
Mr.  MacLeod 
Rev.  Mr.  Davies 

OLD-aGE  hboISTHkCL    (Bill  No.l) 
Hon.  Ray  Lawson 
Mr.  Goodfellow 


Miss  MacPhail 

Mr.  Oliver 

Mr.  MacLeod 

Mr.  Temple 

Mr,  McEwing 

Mr,  Dennison 

Mr.  Baxter 

Mr.  vjismer 

Mr.  Salsberg 

Mr.  Jolliffe 

Mr .  Brown 

OLD-AGE  PENSIONS 
Hon.  Ray  Lawson 
Mr.  Goodfellow 

Mr.  Frost 

Miss  MacPhail 
•Mr,  Salsberg 
Mr,  Jolliffe 

RESOLUTIONS 

No.l  -  Mr.  Goodfellow  Vol.3  F-g 

Re  agreement  with  Federal  Govt. 
Re  Old-Age  Assistance        Vol. 3  F-S 


Vol.1 

a-15 

Vol.4 

3-20 

Vol.4 

F-l 

Vol.4 

AA-10 

Vol.4 

CC-4 

Vol.1 

A-2 

Vol.1 

a-4 

Vol.1 

A-6 

Vol.4 

B-ll 

Vol.1 

A-7 

Vol.1 

A-7 

Vol.1 

A-S 

Vol.1 

A-2 

Vol.1 

A-9 

Vol.2 

B-l 

Vol.3 

D-4 

Vol.2 

B-2 

Vol.2 

B-16 

Vol.2 

B-23 

Vol.2 

C-l 

Vol.2 

c-d 

Vol.2 

D-3 

Vol.2 

D-16 

Vol.2 

D-19 

Vol.3 

a-3 

Vol.3 

B-12 

Vol.4 

D-12 

Vol.1 

A-2 

Vol.1 

A-9 

Vol.3 

D-9 

Vol.1 

B-l 

Vol.4 

CC-13 

Vol.2 

B-l 

Vol.3 

A-7 

Vol.4 

C-20 
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fCSOLUTIONo  (Contd) 

No, 3  -  Mr.  Goodfellow  Vol.3  F-9 

Re  agreement  with  Federal 
Government  re  Old-Age 
Assistance  Vol.3  F-9 

ROYaL  tour 

Mr.  Jolliffe 

Mr,  Frost 
Mr.  MacLeod 

SPEECH   FHOi-x  TH^  THROVE 

Hon.  Ray  Lawson  (at  opening) 

Re  Motion  to  Dispense  with  Debate  on 

Motion  Stands 
Mr.  McDonald  (Stormont) 
Mr.  Johnston  (Simcoe  Centre) 
Mr,  Jolliffe 
Mr .  Brown 
.  Mr,  MacLeod 
Mr.  Frost 
Hon.  Ray  Lawson  (at  Prorogation) 


Vol.3 

A-2 

Vol  ..4 

B-ll 

Vol.3 

A-2 

Vol.4 

AA-10 

Vol.1 

1 

Vol.1 

C-6 

Vol.1 

c-d 

Vol.4 

A-8 

Vol.4 

B-6 

Vol.4 

B-9 

Vol.4 

D-10 

Vol.4 

AA-1 

Vol.4 

BB-18 

Vol.4 

DD-17 

HU2.  if)5S 


